


- 


He7 


APR 111917 
Univ. 0 


THE 
SOUTH CAROLINA 
HISTORICAL AND GENEALOGICAL / 


MAGAZINE 





PUBLISHED QUARTERLY BY THE 
SOUTH CAROLINA HISTORICAL SOCIETY 


CHARLESTON, S. C. 


VOLUME XVIII, No. 1 JANUARY, 1917 


Entered at the Post-office at Charleston, S. C., as 
Second-Class Matter 





PUBLICATION COMMITTEE, 


JosEerH W. BARNWELL, Henry A. M. Smita, 
A. S. SALLEy, JR. 


EDITOR OF THE MAGAZINE. 
MABEL L. WEBBER. 











CONTENTS 


The Baronies of South Carolina. By Henry A. M. Smith.. 3 


Marriage and Death Notices from the South Carolina Weekly 
Gazette 


Letters of John Rutledge 
The Register of Christ Church Parish 


Historical Notes 


N. B.—These Magazines, with the exception of No. 1 of 
Vol. I, are $1.25 to any one other than a member of the South 
Carolina Historical Society. Members of the Society receive 
them free. The Membership fee is $4.00 per annum (the fiscal 
year being from January to January), and members can buy 
back numbers or duplicates at $1.00 each. In addition to 
receiving the Magazines, members are allowed a discount of 25 
per cent. on all other publications of the Society, and have the 
free use of the Society’s library. 

Any member who has not received the last number will 
please notify the Secretary and Treasurer. 

Miss Mabel L. Webber, 


South Carolina Historical Society, 
Charleston, S. C. 











ed yo . 


yn 


te 
juaryate N 














ek 
—<—— 


w\- ) 
od \ 
' \ 


we 4 








wes erburype fo 


my aderna ras nD 5 tm Pye ! 7 vo2 wun 4) 
" i oO 


rn ho PUR MU) iP eTUM TY) rH & mA wT) UL PTOAC 


Pl 
tL 4)? 
- fo UMNO INES? 


‘ d 


SUM TOME) 4 [P AU) tar AY 
i - 3 


BES “4 Wr ¥Y MA? H 
R . 
2 PpraW WH .SUvus "7 9 Udy % 7 FY) 


yl fA 
hous y mlbiss07 

' Pi 2 i ak 5s Peta, a 
fe res 4H) 427A yw at 3 oe 2) 
) > o) Sl: Dass. | pee autre’ "a 
PIV? Qwiacs ern ve TY) WY Vert! SY ra 49 yuary 
us? n, Surpe meray ms } hare ) Yyrog 

usr q 7g 4 we maak 1 1¢ ™y) 

a] 


CUA 


* el ~c j 
YAO 704) 70 


a 
bb er3 














p) 


Kensenafore 








Ei 
=| 
Pe be 
5 
é 
z 
o 











size 


Reduced to one-third of the original 














i 


Re So 


eee ae 


THE SOUTH CAROLINA 
HISTORICAL AND GENEALOGICAL 


MAGAZINE 


VOL. XVIII. JANUARY, 1917 


THE BARONIES OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
By Henry A. M. SmitTH 
XVI 
QUENBY AND THE EASTERN BRANCH OF COOPER RIVER 


On the 24 October 1682 the Lords Proprietors of Carolina cre- 
ated M* John Ashby a Cassique, to whom the baronies attached 
to that dignity were to be granted as he required.'! He was a 
merchant of London described in his patent as “Johannes Ashby 
Londini Mercator” and had been previously connected in adven- 
tures with some of the Lords Proprietors; for he was with the Earl 
of Shaftsbury, the Earl of Craven, Lord Berkley, Sir George Car- 
teret, Sir Peter Colleton, and many others a member of the Royal 
African Company of England.? To this Company incorporated on 
the 27 September 1672 King Charles the Second granted “all the 
“regions and dominions extending from Sallee in South Barbary 
“to Cape de Bona Esperanza, during the term of 1000 years:’? a 
grant which on paper was as easy to make as the grant of Carolina 


1 Calendar of State Papers. Am. and West Indies, Vol. 1681-1685, p. 339. 
His patent as cassique is recorded Prob. Court Charleston in Bk. 1722-1726, p. 1. 
2 Calendar of State Papers. Am. and West Indies, Vol. 1669-1674, p. 410. 

3 Tbid. 
3 
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from the Atlantic to the Pacific ocean, but of which the grantees 
found it more difficult to take possession. 

Previous to the grant to him of the dignity of a cassique John 
Ashby had on 25 April 1681, received a grant made to him as John 
Ashby ‘‘ Gentleman” of 2000 acres on the Southernmost side of the 
Eastern branch of Cooper river “at a place called by the Indians 
Yadhaw:’4 and on 7 June 1682 the Lords Proprietors in a letter 
to the Governor and Council state that, ““Mt John Ashby who 
“has done us much good service in procuring seeds wishes to en- 
“large his plantation. Permit his agent to take up not more 
“than three thousand acres.’ 

This John Ashby Merchant of London was a cadet of the family 
of Ashby of Quenby in the County of Leicester, who descend from 
Richard de Ashby Lord of the Manors of South Croxton and 
Quenby, County Leicester in A.D. 1297. According to Burke in 
his ““Commoners’’® he was a younger son of George Ashby of 
Quenby who in 1636 built the fine mansion house at Quenby at a 
cost of £12,000, and married Elizabeth Bennet of London by 
whom he had among other children John Ashby the merchant of 
London. There is a long account of Quenby Hall in Leicester- 
shire in the English magazine Country Life in the N°* for 14 and 
21 October 1911 describing the fine mansion house and garden 
and giving an account of the family, and stating that the fourth 
George Ashby in succession (who according to Burke was the 
nephew of the first cassiqgue John Ashby) was styled from his 
devotion to planting “honest George Ashby the Planter.” 

John Ashby the first cassique according to Burke married Eliza- 
beth daughter of Sir Benjamin Thorowgood alderman of London 
and had among other children John Ashby of Carolina. It is very 
doubtful if the elder John Asbhy the first cassique ever in person 
came out to Carolina. The warrant for the survey of his 2000 
acres was issued in Carolina and dated 17 Novr 1680’ and a war- 
rant for a town lot in Charles Town was also issued to him in Caro- 
lina 6 Oct". 1681° but the next warrant in his favour is dated 17 


4 Off. Hist. Comm”., Bk. G, p. 138. 

5 Calendar of State Papers. Am. and West Indies, Vol. 1681-1685, p. 242. 
6 Vol. 4, pp. 176-177. 

7 Printed Warrants for 1680-1692, p. 22. 

8 Ibid., p. 46. 

















THE BARONIES OF SOUTH CAROLINA 5 


Jany 1695/6.° On 2 May 1693 he executed a power of attorney 
to his son John Ashby Junt to collect the debts due to him in Ber- 
muda and Carolina.!° It is possible he came out to the province 
about 1681 and returned to England. He may have had his grants 
taken out in his name by some representative as was done in other 
cases. The letter of the Proprietors of 7 June 1682 is to permit 
his “agent” to take out land. However there seems no doubt 
that his son John came to the province sometime between 1693 
and 1695 and thereafter took out several grants in his father’s 
name. The elder John Ashby—the first Cassique—died in 1699 
in England, and according to the abstract we have of his will, left 
his estate real and personal in Carolina to his son John “now in 
Carolina” upon the latter’s paying £200. to each of his sisters 
Theodosia and Jemima.!! In his will he mentions his father-in- 
law and his brother-in-law Thorowgood. There was a warrant on 
the 13 July 1682 to lay out to Joseph Thorowgood 3000 acres!? 
and on 4 Sept? 1682 a grant was made to Joseph Thorowgood Gen- 
tleman of 3000 acres on Oola Coll Creek (at the head of Goose 
Creek). The place still goes by the name of “Thorowgoods.” 
On the 19 April 1683 a warrant was issued to lay out to Joseph 
Thoroughgood a town lot in Charles Town" and on 4 January 1683 
(1683/4) another warrant was issued to lay out to Joseph Thorow- 
good 640 acres due for the arrival of himself and twelve servants in 
the Province!> There is no apparent connection between John 
Ashby and this Joseph Thorowgood: the latter died sometime prior 
to 1696 for on 9 Sept? 1696 a grant was made to William Hawett 
of 3000 acres “formerly granted to Joseph Thorogood deceased 
“and for want of heirs and by virtue of an Act of Assembly en- 
“titled an Act for the better Settlement of this Part of the Prov- 
“ince is escheated and reverted to the Lords Proprietors.’”® 


9 Ibid., Vol. for 1692-1711, p. 101. 

10.§. C. Hist. and Gen., Mag. Vol. IX, p. 75. 
1! Tbid., Vol. V, p. 161. 

12 Printed Warrants, 1680-1692, p. 64. 

13 Proprietory Grants, Vol. 38, p. 61. 

14 Printed Warrants, 1680-1692, p. 95. 

6 Tbid., p. 117. 

16 Memo. Bk., Vol. 1, p. 449. 
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After the arrival of the younger John Ashby some grants were 
issued to his father and several to him apparently adjacent to 
the 2000 acre grant at Yadhaw viz.: 


Oisprial WOMNNW DOANE. 655 6s o<. <tc a oe'eG an vieeee se oueuten 2000 acres 

RRIEIAG SOT RII a io cin: ow oo ve 01516-0 cis eatetemmiatmans 250 
Rie | FLAG UNION RO so ao osc ca S Salas ae cebe seem ee 490 “ 
Pe AE OE SIO. o's as ches vein eee cada eee eee 1500 
ee eee) alse BU TAN eo aig s'cin ie ie Ro siasine aan see te 200 ~-* 
Ei SER SRE ae RP oP TE NR Sr G5 GMs Th 200 “ 
ee, one Oe) WES Sd swe Sides Soa aA Se oe toe ETE sop. -* 
{UC RAN eA Seaham waa Ewer sola eA oto: Sb 


The Indian name of Yadhaw was not retained. The exact lines 
of this 2000 acres cannot be ascertained. It did not bound di- 
rectly on the river but apparently was located somewhat inland 
about where the plantation later known as “Walnut Grove” was 
situated. The two adjacent grants of 250 acres and 490 acres 
were situate on the river and the creek later known as Quenby 
creek and together formed a plantation of 740 acres upon which 
John Ashby—father or son—conferred the name of “Quenby” 
after the ancestral home in England. This name it has ever since 
retained under the modification or corruption of Quinby by which 
it is now known. The name has been variously spelled. In the 
deed from Thomas Shubrick to Roger Pinckney 27 July 1792? it is 
spelled “Queenbie;” and in other deeds “Queen Bee.” Dr. Irving 
in his Day on Cooper River** gives an account of the odd way in 
which it happened to be called “Queen Bee,” through the same 
sort of ludicrous distortion by which it has been stated that the 
name “Pee Dee” was taken from the initials P. D. carved by an 
early explorer on a tree on the river bank, or by which the Indian 
name “ Accabee” near Charleston has been traced to the letters 
A. K. B. on some mythical map. 


17 Off. Hist. Com., Bk. “N.C.,” p. 156. 
18 Tbid., p. 178. 

19 Tbid., Bk. 1701-1711, p. 40. 

20 Ibid. 


21 Thid. 

2 Tbid., p. 41. 

23M. C. O. Charleston, Bk. F, 6, p. 535. 
“4P, 72. 
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John Ashby, the second Cassique, who settled in Carolina ap- 
parently lived at the Quenby plantation as his home seat. He 
married Constantia Broughton a sister of the Hon. Thomas 
Broughton. By her he seems to have had at least five children. 

1. John Ashby the third Cassique who married Elizabeth Ball, 
but who left apparently but one child, a son named John 
who died young without issue. 

2. Elizabeth who married the Rev. Thomas Hasell and became 
the ancestress of the numerous Hasell family of South 
Carolina. 

3. Mary who married Col. Francis Le Jau and left issue. 

4. Ann who married Gabriel Manigault and through her son 
Peter Manigault is the ancestress of the large Manigault 
family and its collateral connections. 

5. Thomas Ashby who married Elizabeth Le Jau and left issue. 

John Ashby the 2¢ Cassique died 30 Novr’ 1716 and his widow 
Constantia 20 Jany 1720.78 

The will of John Ashby the 24 Cassique was insufficiently exe- 
cuted but was made valid by an Act of the General Assembly.?’ 
It does not appear on the existing record. He appears from the 
recitals of wills and deeds to have devised to his eldest son John 
the Quenby plantation of 740 acres, to each of his three married 
daughters 500 acres, and to his youngest son Thomas a body of 
land possibly the bulk of the 2000 acre tract at Yadhaw. 

John Ashby the 3'¢ Cassique on 8® Nov 1726 married Eliza- 
beth Ball?* daughter of Elias Ball, and died sometime about March 
1729.** By his will he devised to his son John the plantation on 
Cooper river on which he then lived containing 740 acres and to 
any unborn child or children a plantation on Santee known as 
Webdoe containing 500 acres: should his son John and the unborn 
child die under 21 without issue then his wife Elizabeth was to 
have both plantations.*° 


% S.C. Hist. and Gen. Mag., Vol. XV, p. 174. 

% Printed Reg. St. Thomas Par., p. 95. 

27 Memo. of Rev. Tho®. Hasell, Memo. Bk. 5, p. 213. 
28 Printed Reg. St. Thomas Par., p. 26. 

29 Tbid., p. 95. 

30 Prob. Ct. Charleston, Vol. 1727-1729, p. 326. 
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His widow Elizabeth married on 10 February 1729/30 one John 
Vicaridge* who seems to have gone into possession of the Quenby 
plantation of 740 acres under his wife’s title.22 Whether he left 
any surviving children does not appear but ne died prior to 15 
Oct". 1740 for on that date M*’. Elizabeth Vicaridge married Rich- 
ard Shubrick.*® 

Richard and Thomas Shubrick his brother were merchants in 
London who came out to Carolina sometime after 1730 and were 
merchants in Charles Town. The earliest notice the writer has 
found of Richard Shubrick in South Carolina is in an unrecorded 
deed dated 7 June 1733 whereby “Richard Shubrick of Ratcliff 
“in the Parish of Stepney alias Stebunheath in the county of Mid- 
“dlesex, Merchant’’ acquired 1000 acres of land on the Edisto 
river about seven miles above the town called New London granted 
to Samuel Buttall in June 1682. From descriptions in convey- 
ances of adjoining lands Richard Shubrick also was in possession of 
Quenby shortly after 1740: presumably through the right of his 
wife by whom he had a son named Richard Shubrick.** This last 
Richard apparently survived his mother and presumably inherited 
from her the Quenby plantation devised to her by her first hus- 
band John Ashby. Richard Shubrick seems to have returned to 
England with his son Richard. His brother Thomas remained in 
South Carolina and is the ancestor of the family of that name in 
South Carolina. A deed of mortgage on the record from Thomas 
Shubrick the son of Thomas to his cousin Richard Shubrick re- 
cites that the elder Richard Shubrick had returned to England and 
died there, and that his brother Thomas was indebted to him at 
the time of Richard’s death, and to secure the debt mortgages a 
large amount of property including the Quinby plantation.® 

On 27 July 1792 the younger Thomas Shubrick executed a 
conveyance to Roger Pinckney* reciting that his father had by 
his last will devised to his son Thomas the Quenby plantation, 
but was at the time of his death largely indebted to his nephew 
Richard Shubrick of London Merchant, and that the younger 


31 Printed. Reg. St. Philip’s Par., p. 160. 
32 Memo. Bk. 4, pp. 252-258, in margin. 
33 Printed Reg. of St. Philip, p. 160. 

%4 Thid., p. 174. 

35M. C. O. Charleston, Bk. C. 6, p. 515. 
36M. C. O. Charleston, Bk. F, 6, p. 535. 
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Thomas had given to his cousin his own bond for £16,000 sterling, 
and mortgaged Quenby and other lands to secure it, and now with 
Richard’s acquiescence sold Quenby containing 1203 acres to 
Roger Pinckney for £2500 sterling. The inference is that oneof the 
Richard Shubricks (probably the son as the heir of his mother 
Elizabeth) had conveyed Quenby to the elder Thomas Shubrick 
who devised it to his son Thomas, but neither the deed or will is 
now on record. Whilst in the hands of the Shubricks the acreage 
was swelled (probably by purchase) from 740 to 1203 acres. In 
the deed to Roger Pinckney the plantation is styled ‘Queenbie.”’ 
Roger Pinckney conveyed Quenby, styled Quinby—to trustees to 
pay creditors and on 21 March 1816*’ those trustees conveyed the 
property to the late Isaac Ball in the hands of whose descendants 
it continued until after 1860. 

To the North East Quenby bounded on a creek first called “ Ash- 
bys” creek, but later known as Quinby creek, and the bridge on 
which the public road crosses the creek was and is known as Quinby 
bridge. It was at this bridge that the encounter took place on 
the 17 July 1781 between the British forces under Col: Coates 
retreating from Moncks Corner, and the pursuing Americans un- 
der General Sumter. After the destruction of the bridge, and the 
prevention of the crossing of the Americans, Col: Coates fell back 
upon the plantation settlement of Quenby plantation, and took 
shelter under cover of the buildings, with the protection of which 
he administered a severe repulse to the attack against him thesame 
afternoon. A full account of the two actions will be found in 
McCrady’s South Carolina in the Revolution, vol: for 1780-1783, 
pp. 332-341. By some misapprehension Col: McCrady in his 
account speaks of Quinby bridge as a bridge across Cooper river 
when the bridge was really across Quinby creek but not far above 
the confluence of the creek with the river. 

Thomas Ashby the youngest son of the immigrant John Ashby 
the 274 Cassique established his plantation or home seat upon the 
lands devised to him by his father®* and which he called Walnut 
Grove.*® To this he added in 1746 1000 acres purchased from his 
nephew John Hasell consisting of two grants of 200 acres each to 

37 Ibid., Bk. O, 8, p. 144. 


38M. C. O. Charleston, Bk. V, p. 303. 
39 Prob. Ct. Charleston, Bk. 1747-1752, p. 333. 
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John Ashby devised by him to his daughter Elizabeth Hasell, and 
600 acres part of the 1500 acre grant which had apparently been 
acquired by the Rev. Thomas Hasell and devised to his son John.*° 
Thomas Ashby married Elizabeth Le Jau and at his death in 1750 
seems to have left five children viz. two sons Thomas and John 
and three daughters, Elizabeth who married Samuel Thomas, Ann 
who married Nicholas Harleston, and Constantia who married 
John Wigfall. 

To his eldest son Thomas he devised the plantation on which he 
lived called Walnut Grove with some adjoining lands.“ This 
Thomas Ashby married Margaret Henrietta Bonneau daughter of 
Anthony Bonneau and died in 1754 leaving an eldest son Thomas 
Ashby to whom he devised all his real estate which included the 
Walnut Grove plantation. He left also a younger son named 
Anthony Ashby. Thomas Ashby the elder of the two sons mar- 
ried Ann Peyre and died in 1804 leaving a son named Thomas 
Ashby to whom he devised the whole of his plantation called Wal- 
nut Grove. He also left three daughters Hannah who married 

Edwards, Ann who married Thomas Jones Barksdale, 
and Elizabeth Ashby. 

This last Thomas Ashby, fourth in the direct succession of 
Thomas Ashbys, in February 1825 conveyed the Walnut Grove 
plantation as then containing 2050 acres to Isaac Rembert* which 
ended the chapter of the ownership by the descendants of John 
Ashby, of the name, of any part of the lands in St. Thomas granted 
to Cassique John Ashby. 

John Ashby the son of the first Thomas Ashby married Mary 
Bonneau and died in 1759 leaving a son John Ashby who married 
Magdalen Peyre and died in 1793 leaving one daughter Catherine 
who died without issue, and a daughter Mary who married Jacob 
Bond [’On. Anthony Ashby the son of the second Thomas Ashby 
married Charlotte Marion, and died in 1784 leaving a daughter 
Charlotte Videau who married Richard Singleton. Anthony 
Ashby was on 17 June 1775 commissioned a first lieutenant in the 


40 Memo. Bk., Vol. 7, p. 525. 

41 Prob. Ct. Charleston, Bk. 1747-1752, p. 333. 
2 Tbid., Bk. 1752-1756, p. 232. 

43 Tbid., Book D, p. 428. 

44M. C. O. Charleston, Bk. P, p. 9. 441. 
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second regiment of foot commanded by Col: William Moultrie, 
and was later promoted to a captaincy in the same regiment. 

The Eastern Branch of Cooper river, or rather according to the 
old wording the Eastern Branch of the T of Cooper river on or 
near which the grants to the two Ashby’s were situated was a river 
draining quite an extensive local watershed. As in the case of all 
the freshwater rivers traversing the low country of South Caro- 
lina, it was a river with a margin of swamp land between the clear 
flow or channel of the river and the high land. The river was sub- 
ject to tidal influence. Even in rivers where the current was too 
strong ever to actually flow backward under the tidal pressure, 
yet the effect would be to “swell” or raise the level of the body of 
water at flood and to lower it at ebb tide. The Cooper river be- 
ing comparatively speaking a short river, except in unusual cases 
of flood, the tidal effect was to raise the whole level and sway the 
current with the tide, and on the Eastern Branch this tidal effect 
extended up to the very head of navigability. The margin of 
swamp was at such a level that it was flooded at high and bare 
and uncovered at low tide, the tides thus forming a wonderful 
method of both irrigation and drainage. The earliest grants were 
largely of the high land and where they included the swamp, the 
latter was not regarded of much value. When the adaptability of 
rice to the climate and soil was ascertained, the earliest cultivation 
was on the low lands, the swamps and low grounds draining into 
the river, but more or less distant from it and beyond and above 
all tidal influence. 

The discovery of the utility of the tide for irrigation and drain- 
age gave to the swamp on the river a value far beyond the inland 
swamps and the river cultivation by its greater certainty, economy 
and production, gradually displaced and drove out competitive 
rice cultivation, on the inland rice swamps; although in many 
cases of favorable situation the inland swamp continued to be 
utilized. In the case of the Cooper river its swamp margin, com- 
monly called “Cedar Swamps,” from the Cedar growth on the 
knolls and hammocks, proved very fertile and productive under 
the tidal cultivation of rice, and a high degree of agricultural 
prosperity was attained by the planters on that river up to 1860 
under the old system of slave labour. The plantations so far as 
river front is concerned were not large, and were in comparatively 
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close proximity so as to form a social neighbourhood or society 
the members of which were in easy circumstances and more or 
less connected by ties of blood or marriage or early association. 
The Ashby grants all lay in the Parish of St. Thomas and St. Denis 
on the eastern side or bank of the river. 

At the head of the Eastern Branch were the plantations 
called Limerich, Windsor, and Fishbrook an account of which, 
and their occupants, was given in the article on the Cypress Barony 
published in a previous number of this MaGazINE.® North East of 
Quenby from which it was separated by Quinby Creek lay the 
extensive plantation known as “Silk Hope.” This consisted pri- 
marily of a grant of 1940 acres made 24 June 1696 to Sir Nathaniel 
Johnson Knt.“ ‘The grant is stated to be “upon the head of the 
Eastern branch of Cooper river commonly called Silk Hope.” “Long 
previous to the date of this grant however Sir Nathaniel had es- 
tablished himself in the Province. On 29 Oct" 1683 a warrant was 
issued to lay out to him 560 acres “‘for the transportation into this 
province of thirteene servants.” On 1** January 1683/4 another 
warrant was issued to him for 200 acres “for y® arriveall of fower 
servants” on the 12 October 1689 another warrant for 500 acres 
“for y® arrivall of tenn Negroes” and on 27 April 1691 another 
warrant” for the arivall of Ninety-five Servants & Negroes at 
“Sundry times on his account in this parte of the province.’ 
He probably had the land laid out to him under the warrants, 
took possession, and conferred the name of Silk Hope some time 
prior to the actual signing of the grant. The reasons for this in- 
ference, as well as an account of Sir Nathaniel Johnson and his 
son Governor Robert Johnson was given in the article on the See- 
wee Barony published in a previous number of this MAGAzINE.*® 
To this 1940 acres Sir Nathaniel added 500 acres granted 34 Oct" 
1704 and 3078 acres granted 1** Oct 1709 making a total of 5518 
acres.‘ The name of “New Keblesworth” was at first given to 
the 500 acre grant,®® but it does not seem to have continued, and 
the whole tract of 5518 acres was called Silk Hope. 


45S. C. Hist. and Gen. Mag., Vol. XII, p. 5. 

46 Proprietory Grants, Vol. 38, p. 298. 

47 Printed warrants, Vol. 1680-1692, pp. 107, 116, 212, 215. 
48S. C. Hist. and Gen. Mag., Vol. XII, p. 109. 

4° Memo. Bk., Vol. 3, p. 376 and Vol. 7, p. 441. 

5° Prob. Ct. Charleston, Bk, 1732-1737, p. 187. 
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Sir Nathaniel Johnson made Silk Hope his home seat and resi- 
dence and so did his son Governor Robert Johnson, but the latter 
had also a residence at the ‘‘Governors House” on Charles Town 
neck at the spot now occupied by the Country Club just above 
Magnolia Cemetery. It was at Silk Hope that Sir Nathaniel was 
living when the Rev’ M* Samuel Thomas came to Carolina in 1702 
and was by Sir Nathaniel “taken into his house, and his family is 
“very large many servants and slaves.” “Sir Nathaniel lives 
“at the head of Cooper River, a river the best settled of any in 
“the Country.’*? Sir Nathaniel died in 1713. Silk Hope passed 
to his son Robert afterwards Governor of the Province first under 
the Lords Proprietors and later under the Royal Government and 
at his death in 1735 the whole 5518 acres went under his will to 
his eldest son Robert. This last Robert Johnson seems to have 
removed his residence back to England and on 8 May 1739 he con- 
veyed the entire 5518 acres to Gabriel Manigault.* Of Gabriel 
Manigault an account has also been given in the article on the 
Seewee Barony above referred to. Gabriel Manigault had in 1730 
married Anne Ashby a daughter of John Ashby the second Cas- 
sique and it may be that his purchase of Silk Hope was prompted 
by his wife’s desire that his country seat should be in the same 
neighbourhood in which her brother and sisters had their homes. 
Gabriel Manigault was a merchant in Charlestown but from the 
condensation of a diary kept by his wife and still in existence, his 
frequent visits to Silk Hope would evidence that he paid great 
attention to its management and cultivation. Gabriel Manigault 
died in 1781 and under his will his lands passed to his grandsons 
Joseph and Gabriel, the sons of his only son Peter Manigault. 
By a partition between the two brothers the Silk Hope tract of 
5518 acres was allotted to Gabriel, who about 1785 sold off some 
2470 acres to Andrew Hasell being the portion of the tract lying 
East of the Public road to Hugers bridge and away from the river.™ 
On 5 March 1805 the remainder of Silk Hope including all lying 
along the river with the rice lands, buildings, and settlement esti- 
mated to be 3500 acres was conveyed by Gabriel Manigault to his 

515. C. Hist. and Gen. Mag., Vol. IV, p. 226. 

52 Thid., Vol. V, p. 44. 


53M. C. O. Charleston, Bk. T, p. 248. 
& M. C. O. Charleston, Bk. V, 8, p. 210. 
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brother in law Nathaniel Heyward® who had married his sister 
Henrietta. The name Silk Hope continued as representing the por- 
tion conveyed to Mt Heyward. The part sold to Andrew Hasell 
became known as “The Brickyard.” By Andrew Hasell it was 
conveyed to Ezekiel Pickens, and at the latters death it was con- 
veyed by his Executors to the late Isaac Ball by whom it was de- 
vised to his daughter Jane who married John G. Shoolbred. The 
“Silk Hope” plantation proper was devised by Nathaniel Heyward 
to his daughter Elizabeth who married the late Charles I. Manigault 
in whose hands and those of her child the late Gabriel E. Manigault 
it continued until after the year 1890. Thus from the grant in 
1696, or the earlier possession by Sir Nathaniel Johnson, Silk Hope 
was owned by but two families, the Johnsons, and the Manigaults, 
including in the latter the ownership of Mt Nathaniel Heyward 
who married Henrietta Manigault a daughter of Peter Manigault. 

Northeast of Silk Hope were a number of grants which seem 
later to have been aggregated into one tract or plantation of 6488 
acres owned by Major Isaac Harleston. The writer has never 
ascertained the original grants which composed this tract but to 
them or some of them was attached the name of “Irishtown.” 
Why called “TIrishtown”’ is not (on the surface at least) apparent. 
The adjoining barony called the Cypress Barony had been ac- 
quired by three Irishmen John Gough, Michael Mahon and Domi- 
nick Arthur and it may be that through them and persons brought 
out by them the neighbourhood acquired the name. At any rate 
for a number of years before the end of the 18* century that plan- 
tation or section was known as Irishtown. Major Harleston was 
the grandson of John Harleston the first of the name who came to 
the Province. He was in June 1775 commissioned Captain in the 
second regiment of foot commanded by Col William Moultrie 
was afterwards promoted Major and served until taken prisoner at 
the capitulation of Charlestown 12 May 1780.57 He died unmar- 
ried in 1798 and the plantation descended to his brothers and 
sisters. One of these sisters Margaret Harleston married Thomas 
Corbett a merchant in Charleston, and their daughter Hannah 
Margaret Corbett married Jacob Aemilius Irving of Ironshore, 

% Tbid., Bk. P, 7, p. 93. 


% Tbid., Bk. V, 8, p. 210. 
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Jamaica,*® from which marriage descended the late D™ John B. 
Irving. D*. Irving spent much of his early life on the Eastern 
Branch of Cooper iver and was afterwards the owner of Windsor 
and Kensington plantations on that river. To his connections 
and associations with Cooper river is due his delightful collection 
of sketches styled A Day on Cooper River which has become also 
a handbook of reference for that region. East of Silk Hope and 
North of Walnut Grove lie two plantations called Mt. Pleasant 
and Dog Swamp. These two plantations had been acquired by 
the Rev’ Thomas Hasell by grant or purchase®® and by his will he 
devised them, the Mt. Pleasant plantation to his son John, and to 
his son Andrew Dog swamp.® Andrew must have acquired Mt. 
Pleasant from his brother John for at his death in 1763 he devises 
both Mt. Pleasant and Dog Swamp to his son Andrew Hasell,®! who 
in turn at his death in 1789 devised Mt. Pleasant and Dog Swamp 
to his sons Andrew Hasell and George Padden Bond Hasell. This 
last Andrew Hasell acquired his brothers interest and under pro- 
ceedings had in the Court of Equity for Charleston District both 
plantations as part of the estate of Andrew Hasell deceased were 
on the 10 March 1853 conveyed to the late H. Pinckney Walker.® 

They had been in part at least since the grants in 1706 and 1716 
in the hands of descendants of the grantee the Rev? Thomas Hasell 
of whom four in succession were named Andrew Hasell. Immedi- 
ately East of Mt. Pleasant was a plantation known as Cypress 
Pond of 1004 acres consisting of three grants to Samuel King, one 
12 June 1709 for 180 acres, one 20 Jany 1716/17 for 324 acres and 
one 4 April 1717 for 500 acres.“ These three tracts were sold to 
John Hasell a son of the Rev’ Thomas Hasell who by his last will 
devised them to his wife Hannah Hasell who on the 9 March 1753 
conveyed them to Robert Quash,® by whom or his son Robert 
Quash they were sold to Hopson Pinckney. Hopson Pinckney 
was an Englishman, a brother of Roger Pinckney who came out 

88 bid., p. 160. 

59 Memo. Bk., Vol. 5, p. 213. 

60 Prob. Ct. Charleston, Bk. 1747-1752, p. 333. 

61 [bid., Bk., 1760-1767, p. 283. 
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to South Carolina about 1764 as the deputy for Richard Cumber- 
land. They were sons of Roger Pinckney of Peterborough. Cum- 
berland held a patent from the Crown for the offices of Provost 
Marshall, Clerk of the Peace, and Clerk of the Crown, and Roger 
Pinckney was his deputy in South Carolina. Hopson Pinckney 
followed his brother out in 1765. Roger Pinckneys wife died a 
year or so after her arrival in the Province and in 1769 he married 
Susannah daughter of Robert Quash and widow of Robert Hume. 
His brother Hopson in 1772 married Elizabeth Quash a sister of 
his brothers wife. There was no relationship or connection be- 
tween these two Pinckneys and the family of Pinckney then in 
South Carolina of which Chief Justice Charles Pinckney and his 
sons were members, but there are numerous descendants of the 
name in South Carolina from the marriage of Roger Pinckney and 
Susannah Quash. Hopson Pinckney married second in 1777 
Elizabeth Cannon and at his death in 1794 devised the Cypress 
Pond plantation equally between his children who consisted of 
two daughters Jane, and Mary Elizabeth. The daughters were 
separated after the fathers death. Jane was educated by her 
English relatives and Mary Elizabeth remained in South Carolina 
and there married first Samuel Ashe and at his death Daniel C. 
Edwards.® By a settlement between the sisters the Cypress Pond 
plantation went to Mary Elizabeth who in 1844 transferred it to 
her nephew Henry Pinckney Walker son of her sister Jane and who 
subsequently acquired the Mt. Pleasant and Dog Swamp planta- 
tions and in 1858 sold the entire property. It maybe a matter 
of interest to note that Hopson Pinckney who thus purchased and 
occupied a plantation adjoining the plantation of Thomas Ashby 
came out to Carolina indirectly at least thro’ Richard Cumber- 
land whose aunt married Waring Ashby of Quenby Hall Leicester- 
shire.’ The three plantations were all inland swamp and the cul- 
tivation of rice on them had long been abandoned. 

East of the Cypress Pond plantation lay a large tract of some 
3000 acres consisting of a tract of 1000 acres granted to Benjamin 
Simons 4 April 1715 and 4 May 1717 and by him conveyed to his 
son Peter and another tract of 1000 acres granted to Peter Sim- 
ons 9 June 1717 and two tracts of 500 acres each granted to Cor- 


6 M. C. O. Charleston, Bk. B, 12, p. 393. 
87 Weston’s Documents connected with S. C., p. 103. 
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nelius Dupree 21 March 1715 and 9 June 1717 and conveyed to 
Peter Simons. This Peter Simons was the eldest son of Benjamin 
Simons the immigrant and was the Capt. Peter Simons who was 
slain by the Dutartres in 1724 in his attempt to arrest Peter Rom- 
bert (or Rembert) the early predecessor of Joseph Smith and Brig- 
ham Young in inculcating a religion based upon personal revela- 
tions from the Deity which among other things inculcated polyg- 
amy. At Captain Peter Simons death the property seems to have 
descended to his eldest son Peter at whose death in 1748 the prop- 
erty went to his sister Esther who married first Peter Bonneau 
after whose death in 1748 she married Benjamin Marion who by 
agreement with his wife purchased the lands, carried into effect 
by a conveyance to Samuel Bonneau 2 June 1758 and a reconvey- 
ance to Benjamin Marion from him 5 June 1758.%° This place 
seems to have been known only as “ Marions” and was devised by 
Benjamin Marion to bis daughters. Northeast of Cypress Pond 
and East of “ Marions” was another large plantation of some 3000 
acres consisting of 1000 acres granted to Benjamin Simons 24 Janu- 
ary 1716/17 and conveyed by Benjamin Simons to John Harleston 
11 July 1717, and of 1000 acres granted to Peter Manigault 13 
July 1716 and by him conveyed to John Harleston 11 July 1717 and 
of two tracts of 500 acres each granted to Samuel Burcham 24 
January 1716/17 and 25 March 1717 conveyed by Samuel Burcham 
to John Harleston 11 July 1717. This John Harleston was the 
immigrant of the name. The name of “North Hampton” seems 
quite early to have been attached to this property which in 1794 
was owned by Edward Thomas who on 24 Decr 1794 conveyed the 
whole property under the name of “North Hampton” to Lewis 
Fogartie.”° 

West of Quenby adjoining it on the river is a plantation origi- 
nally and for over a century and a half known as “ Pompion Hill.” 
The local pronunciation of Pompion is Punkin—or it may be said 
the contemporaneous spelling of Pumpkin is Pompion. The plan- 
tation takes its name from the bluff or hill on the side of the river on 
which is situated the church building long known as Pompion Hill 


68 Memo. Bk., Vol. 7, p. 371. M. C. O. Charleston, Bk. T. T., pp. 303, 309. 

69 Tbid., Vol. 5, p. 232. The grant to Peter Marigault is to Peter Manguatt. 
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Chapel. The edifice was originally constructed largely through 
the efforts of Sir Nathaniel Johnson. The first building on the spot 
was constructed shortly after the Rev’ M* Thomas’ arrival in 1702. 
Writing about 1705 he says. “Here is one church already erected 
“(since my arrival) by the peculiar direction and religious care of 
“Sir Nathaniel Johnson and at the charge of the Parish.””” The 
plantation as subsequently known by the name of Pompion Hill 
consisted of an aggregation of smaller grants, and here we come in 
contact with that French settlement which gave for a time to the 
adjoining vicinity the name of Orange or French Quarter. In the 
Ravenel Records printed in 1898 on p. 19 is given a certificate in 
latin from the Rev? Mr. Philip Trouillart dated 24 Sept 1697 to 
the effect that on 24 Sept? 1687 at “Ponkin Hill plantation” he 
celebrated the marriage between René Ravenel 21 years of age 
son of Daniel Ravenel dec’ and Charlotte de St. Julien 19 1/2 years 
old daughter of Peter de St. Julien de Malacare residing at Ponkin 
Hill plantation. There is also given a note written at the foot of 
this certificate by the late M* Daniel Ravenel of Charleston dated 
21%* March 1860 viz: ‘Mem. Ponkin hill, the plantation in the 
“within certificate adjoins the land on which the Episcopal Chapel 
“St. Thomas’ parish now stands which is known as the Ponkinhill 
“Chapel. The plantation is now owned by the Honble Alfred 
“Huger and was conveyed to Pierre de St. Julien de Malacare by 
“Pierre Fouré by deed dated December 1686. The deed is writ- 
“ten on the plat annexed to the grant in the possession of M* 
“Huger, who allowed me to examine them. The above memoran- 
“dum is taken from one made by me at the foot of the original 
“certificate on 13* of July 1852.” 

The writer has been able to find no grant to Pierre Fouré on 
the record. There are however many missing among the early 
grants. It is possible M* Ravenel mistook the warrant, for a 
grant but no warrant to Fouré appears on the present record. In 
a deed of feoffment dated 27 Decr 1711” Josias Du Pré and Martha 
his wife conveyed to the Rev’ Thomas Hasell 140 acres granted to 
Du Pré 18 Dec™1703 bounding Northwest on the Eastern branch of 
Cooper river and Southwest on Peter Fouré, and a grant of 60 


1 S.C. Hist. and Gen. Mag., Vol. V, p. 33. 
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acres to David Hartly dated 14 March 1694% bounds Northwest 
on the Eastern branch and Northeast on lands of Malicar. On 
Moll’s map of South Carolina dated 1715 and republished in the 
Charleston Year Book for 1886 p. 280 the name of “‘Foree”’ is set 
down as a settler in that neighbourhood. It thus appears that 
Fouré had at least taken up a small tract which he had transferred 
to St. Julien de Malacare, and from the certificate of the Rev# 
M’ Trouillart this tract was distinctly known as Pompion Hill. 
As will afterwards appear this Fouré, or St Julien, grant seems to 
disappear, and the writers surmise is that it was abandoned by 
St. Julien (who returned to England) and was afterwards regranted 
to Du Pré or Strahan. The name was extended to cover the 
larger tract or plantation which was aggregated together by the 
Rev? Thomas Hasell. The Rev? Thomas Hasell was the first 
Rector of the Parish appointed in 1709 after the creation of the 
Parish under the Church Act of 1706. He married Elizabeth 
Ashby daughter of John Ashby the immigrant and died in 1744 
having been Rector of the Parish for 35 years. By his will he 
devised to his eldest son Thomas the plantation on which he dwelt 
called Pompion Hill containing 1540 acres in five tracts, adjoining 
each other viz. one of 140 acres, one of 200 acres, another of 200 
acres another tract “adjoining the head line” of 462 acres and a 
fifth of 518 acres. The record shows as we have seen that 
Josias Du Pré conveyed to him 140 acres on 27 Decr 1711 and also 
that Cornelius DuPré and Jane his wife conveyed to him on 29 
May 1723 200 acres granted 18 Sept* 1703 to Josias Du Pre sen.” 
and that John Strahan and Elizabeth his wife conveyed to him 
on 16 August 1723 200 acres granted to John Strahan 2 August 
1707. Thomas Hasell does not state in his will to whom the 
two other tracts of 462 and 518 were originally granted but Samuel 
Thomas who purchased the property in 1750 states that they were 
originally granted to Benjamin Simons” so that neither Fouré nor 
Malacare appear in the title. Thomas Hasell the younger some 
three years after his father’s death conveyed the plantation as 
containing 1127 acres to his brother John Hasell’? who on 5 De- 


73 Proprietory Grants, Vol. 38, p. 81. 
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cember 1750 conveyed the same 1127 acres to his brother-in-law 
Samuel Thomas. D*. Irving states that it was sold to the Rev? 
Samuel Thomas and having become the property of the parish 
was by the Vestry of the Parish of St. Thomas sold to Thomas 
Shubrick on 15 June 1784 as if the sale to Samuel Thomas was 
followed by a transfer for the use of the Parish, but nothing of 
that appears on the record and we next find the plantation mort- 
gaged by Thomas Shubrick to his cousin Richard Shubrick in 
1790.78 

On 20 March 1791 Thomas Shubrick as Executor of his father the 
late Thomas Shubrick conveys to William Barnett the Pompion 
Hill plantation as containing 991 acres.’° The elder Thomas Shu- 
brick died in 1779. His son sells the property in 1791 as part of 
his father’s estate. His father must have acquired it prior to 
1784 the date given by D*. Irving. 

William Barnett seems to have transferred to Gabriel Manigault 
who on 5 March 1805 conveyed to his brother-in-law Nathaniel 
Heyward the plantation known as Pompion Hill containing 991 
acres®® and also conveyed him the tract of 500 acres (on resurvey 
found to contain but 336) originally devised by John Ashby the 
second cassique to his daughter Anne Manigault. On the map this 
336 acres is styled the “Club House” tract. On 1 February 1823 
M' Heyward conveyed to the late Alfred Huger the property called 
Pompion Hill containing 991 acres and the Club House tract. Mr 
Alfred Huger was the son of John Huger the owner of the “ Hagan” 
plantation at the T of Cooper river and had there spent his early 
years. He was for many years prior to 1865 the postmaster for 
the City of Charleston and held high position from his integrity, 
ability, and character. During M*. Huger’s ownership, and pre- 
sumably by him, the name of the place was changed from Pom- 
pion Hill to “Longwood.” Why this was done is not known to 
the writer but the old name fell into disuse as applied to the plan- 
tation and was restricted to the bluff on which the Chapel stands. 
The plantation is now known as Longwood. At Mr. Huger’s 
death after the war of 1861-1865 the plantation was sold away. 
West of Longwood and on the line between it and Middleburg 
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plantation ‘“‘on a high bluff, rising abruptly from the bed of the 
“river, stands the Parish Chapel, commonly known as Pompion 
“ Hill Chapel taking its name from the hill on which it stands.’ 
An account of it is given in D* Irving’s work. A road or wide ave- 
nue from the public road leads directly to the door. The church- 
yard around the building now covers some 10 to 12 acres. The 
church was always one of the parish churches, the church edifice 
of St: Denis being the chapel of ease until 1747, when by Statute 
Pompion Hill Chapel was declared a chapel of ease of the parish 
church. The history of this chapel will be found in Dalcho, in 
D* Irving’s work and in the preface to the printed Registers of 
the Parish of St. Thomas and St: Denis printed under the super- 
vision of the Rev. Mr Clute in 1884.*? 

The next plantation Middleburg is one in a personal aspect of 
the most interesting in the State. It was the starting point of 
the Simons family one of the most prolific and wellknown from its 
character and widespread connection in the low country. It was 
first owned and settled by Benjamin Simons the first immigrant 
of the name. The record does not show exactly when he arrived. 
He is supposed to have been one of the French Huguenot immigra- 
tion. The name Middleburg which very early is found attached 
to the plantation is supposed to be after Middelburg the ancient 
capital of the province of Zeeland in Holland; but what connection 
if any Benjamin Simons had with Middelburg does not appear on 
the record. His name does not appear among those contained in 
the list commonly known as the “St Julien” list of French desiring 
naturalization, nor among those mentioned in the statute of 1696 
as French thereby recognized as naturalized. The earliest men- 
tion of Benjamin Simons the writer has found on the record is in 
the issue of a warrant on 15 July 1697 to lay out to him 100 acres 
in Berkley County. No grant appears on the record as made 
at that time. The earliest grant to him seems to be one dated 5 
May 1704 for 350 acres.** From the description this grant cov- 
ered an integral part of Middleburg. The first Benjamin Simons 


8 Irving, Day on Cooper River, p. 67. 
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died about 1717 having had no less than ten children and by his 
Will dated 14 June 1717 he devised to his youngest son Benjamin 
Simons a number of tracts aggregating 1545 acres and may be 
taken as representing the grants composing Middleburg at the 
death of the first Benjamin Simons in 1717. This 1545 acres was 
made up of 100 acres granted to Nicholas Longuemare 14 March 
1693/4, of 220 acres part of 300 granted to John Aunant 12 May 
1703, of 350 acres granted to Benjamin Simons 5 May 1704 and 
of 875 acres part of 1000 granted to Benjamin Simons 15 Sept* 
1705. Nicholas de Longuemare on 5 January 1685* received a 
warrant for 100 acres and the grant for this 100 acres is probably 
the grant referred to and must have been acquired by Benjamin 
Simons. Nicholas de Longuemare is mentioned in the marriage 
certificate of the Rev? Mr Trouillart before referred to as being 
present at the marriage together with Josias Dupré as friends of 
the bridegroom René Ravenel. 

The first Benjamin Simons took out grants for a very consid- 
erable acreage in the parish of St: Thomas and seems to have been 
possessed of means considerably in excess of the mass of the French 
settlers in that locality. At the death of the second Benjamin 
Simons about 1773 having had no less than thirteen children, the 
property by some family arrangement was transferred to his son 
the third Benjamin Simons.*’ It was transferred as then contain- 
ing 1659 acres being substantially the 1545 acres with a slight addi- 
tion. The third Benjamin Simons who married Katherine Chicken 
made large additions to the Middleburg holdings. He had acquired 
before his father’s death from one John Cumming or his estate 
some 828 acres consisting of a number of small tracts aggregated 
by Cumming and had received also a gift of lands from his father 
and had also purchased some other tracts so to aggregate his hold- 
ings which he called Middleburg to some 3342 acres. Of this he 
sold off to John Bryan 743% acres on 2 April 1785.8 At the death 
of the third Benjamin Simons of Middleburg in 1789 his lands at 
Middleburg went to his three daughters. He also owned a plan- 
tation called “The Grove’’ situate in the section called Seewee 
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near Seewee bay on the coast. The Middleburg plantation as 
surveyed after the death of the third Benjamin Simons contained 
2599 acres and was partitioned among his three daughters. To 
Lydia who married Jonathan Lucas was allotted Middleburg prop- 
er containing the settlement and the larger part of the water 
front 774 acres; to Catherine who married William Hort the re- 
mainder of the river front with some pine land 768 acres; to Mary 
who married David Maybank the inland rice land and pine land 
in all 1056 acres.*® On the map the part allotted Catherine Hort 
is designated as Simons Ville but it seems to have been generally 
known as “Horts’”’ by which name it was on 4 January 1827 sold 
to John Bryan.*® On 21 June 1824 Joseph and Mary Maybank 
the children of Mary Simons transferred to John Bryan the part 
allotted their mother” which on the map is designated, and ap- 
pears to have been constantly known as “Smoky Hill.” The part 
allotted to M"* Lucas was after her husband’s death transferred for 
partition to her son Jonathan Lucas in 1840 in whose hands or 
those of his descendants the property remained until long after 
1865 so that part included in the grant to Benjamin Simons in 1704 
remained in his direct descendants until that period. 

The “Horts” and “Smoky Hill” parts were by the assignee of 
John Bryan in 1843 conveyed to the late W™ J. Ball.® Since 
1865 all three parts have been acquired by M* John Coming Ball 
who now owns Middleburg, the whole 2599 acres as before the par- 
tition among the daughters of the third Benjamin Simons. 

The 74314 acre tract this last Benjamin Simons sold off to John 
Bryan in 1785 is styled in the deed of conveyance as “Camp 
Vere.” Dr. Irving states that the name is derived from a small 
village of that name near Middelburg. The maps the writer has 
been able to have access to show a village called ‘‘Veere;” but it 
may be that on such a small scale the village of Camp Vere does 
not appear. John Bryan who died in 1804 devised ‘‘Campvere”’ 
to his son John Bryan” and by the latter’s assignee it was in 1843 
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conveyed to M™* Margaret H. Laurens® by whose granddaughter 
M* Anne Laurens de Saussure it is still owned. 

The next plantation West of Campvere and Middleburg is a 
plantation called from a very early period the “Blessing.”” On 22 
June 1682 a grant for 780 acres was made to Jonah Lynch on the 
south side of the Eastern branch of Cooper river “at a place 
called Mattesaw also the Blessing.’ Mattesaw was no doubt 
the Indian name but why the English name of “Blessing” was ap- 
plied to it is difficult to say. Jonah Lynch had apparently ar- 
rived in the colony with two servants in 1679.%7 On 16 Oct? 1680 
he received a warrant for —— acres and probably the grant of 
22 June 1682 was under that warrant. His grant of 780 acres 
seems to have been located just Northwest of a grant of 70 acres 
“at the first bluff landing up the long creek” made 6 April 1681 to 
Elizabeth Willis.°* As a mere guess the writer suggests that Jonah 
Lynch may have come over in the Proprietor’s ship the Blessing 
of which John Coming was mate on her first voyage to the colony 
in 1669 and of which he subsequently became the master, and 
have named his grant after the ship. 

Jonah Lynch was the ancestor of the South Carolina family of 
that name of which Thomas Lynch J* who signed the Declaration 
of Independence in 1776 was one. The grant of 780 acres was 
largely on the river front beginning at or near the point where a 
large creek entered the river and the land granted ran apparently 
along the river to a grant to Christopher Beech which last grant 
eventually formed a part of Campvere. 

This creek was known by the Indian name of Wisboo or Wis- 
boo-e. Later from the Lynch holdings it became known as Lynch’s 
creek and later still from the number of French settlers in the 
neighbourhood, the vicinity became known as the Orange quarter, 
or more commonly as the French quarter and the creek as French 
quarter creek as it ran through the heart of the French settlement. 
The grant to Jonah Lynch would seem to have descended to John- 
son Lynch his eldest son. Nevertheless the latter took out three 
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grants, one 29 March 1700 for 400 acres® (in the warrant said to 
have been laid out to Jonah Lynch) and two on 27 July 1711 for 
300 and 500 acres respectively’ aggregating 1200 acres which ap- 
parently include the 780 acres of Jonah Lynch. On 18 Oct 1709 
Johnson Lynch sold to John Blake 100 acres off the Eastern part 
of the property’ and thereafter died leaving to take the remaining 
1100 acres his widow Susannah Margaret Lynch and his two 
daughters Mary who married Peter Robert and Margaret. These 
three on 18 Dec 1734 conveyed the 1100 acres to Anthony Bon- 
neau!®?’ who in 1740 transferred the whole 1100 acres to his son 
Peter Bonneau.) On 6 Oct* 1760 this 1100 acres seems to be 
owned by John Deas,’ who must have acquired it prior to that 
date. How and when he acquired it the writer has never been 
able to ascertain on the record whether direct from Peter Bon- 
neau or through intermediate transfers. John Deas was a Scotch- 
man who came to the province some years before 1760 and was 
apparently in business as a merchant in Charlestown with his 
brother David Deas. He married Elizabeth Allen daughter of Wil- 
liam Allen. The record shows that he added to the Blessing in 
1770 130 acres granted to Abel Bochet 1 Sept 1697! and in 1775 
100 acres granted to George Juin 17 Aug. 1700.'% He also ac- 
quired other lands in the vicinity. The entire tract seems to have 
been known as the Blessing when it was acquired by John Deas 
but in 1785 he conveyed to his son John Deas J* the Eastern part 
of the tract under the name of the Blessing plantation’ The 
name Blessing seems thereafter to have been restricted to this 
Easten part of the original tract adjoining Campvere. Subse- 
quently John Deas J* in 1789 transferred to his brother-in-law 
Archibald Broun the Blessing plantation containing 631'% acres 
and an adjoining tract on the Cooper which seems also to have 
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conveyed to him by his father containing 267 acres known as Cedar 
Hill’ and after the death of John Deas Sen” his Executrix in 1791 
conveyed to Archibald Broun the Cherry Hill tract being that part 
of the original tract lying on the river and Wisboo creek!!® and 
containing 628 acres. The deed also includes a tract of 124 acres 
called ‘The Folly” situate on French quarter creek. Why 
“The Folly’ the writer has not been able to ascertain. It is a 
part of the gossip which has perished with its generation. The 
name still remains in ‘Folly Landing” on the creek and the Folly 
road leading to the landing. According to the boundaries it would 
appear to have been the tract of 100 acres granted to George Juin 
in 1700 and acquired by John Deas in 1775 as formerly the prop- 
erty of John Combe. The deed further included a tract of 462 
acres which was part of 800 acres granted to Alexander Delamott 
5 May 1704." All of which must have been acquired by the 
elder John Deas in his lifetime. By Archibald Broun a rearrange- 
ment of the lines was made, and on 29 Nov' 1791 he conveyed to 
Henry Laurens Jun’ the Blessing plantation containing acres’)? 
and in 1796 he conveyed to Henry Laurens Sen™ Cedar Hill 996 
acres and Cherry Hill 746 acres.% The Blessing having passed to 
the devisees of Henry Laurens one half became vested by convey- 
ances in M* Jordan Myrick the planter so eulogistically referred 
to by D* Irvington in his work and was at his death sold to M™ 
M. H. Laurens the owner of the other one half and at her death 
was sold in 1860 to the late W™ J. Ball. Cedar Hill was sold in 
1821 as part of the estate of Henry Laurens to the late W™ Wragg 
Smith from whom it passed to James Poyas by whom in 1850 it 
was conveyed to the late W™ J. Ball. Cherry Hill which had 
passed to the late Commodore D. N. Ingraham thro’ his wife Miss 
Harriet H. Laurens was by them in 1857 also transferred to W™ 
J. Ball so that M* Ball had in 1860 reunited in himself the entire 
original tract called the Blessing. Since 1865 however it was sold 
away to different owners. West of Wisboo creek lies the very 
extensive and formerly very valuable rice plantation called the 
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Hagan just at the point where the Cooper divides into its two 
branches. The first grant covering the Hagan was a grant to 
Samuel Wilson of 1000 acres made 24 August 1688 and described 
as bounding West on Ahagan creek.!** That was the Indian 
name for a considerable creek that makes from the southward into 
the Eastern branch of the river at the T. 

It is variously spelled Ahagan, Hagan, and Ehegging creek. A 
high bluff comes to the river near the creek entrance called Ahagan 
Bluff. The grant to Samuel Wilson covered only the high land 
along the river from Ahagan Bluff to Wisboo creek. The consid- 
erable swamp margin between the river and the high land was 
ignored. On 11 Jany 1700 a grant was made to Humphrey Tor- 
quett for 320 acres'!® covering all the Cedar swamp between Aha- 
gan bluff and ‘‘Wisbooe” creek and bounding South on Ahagan 
lands. The name Ahagan shortened to the Hagan was then ap- 
plied to the plantation. On 28 Aug. 1690 Samuel Wilson sold his 
1000 acres to Thomas Gunn and after Gunn’s death his three 
daughters sold on 24 May 1708 to one Henry Miller who on 21 
January 1720 sold to Colonel William Rhett and his wife Sarah. 
Coionel Rhett was a most conspicuous figure in the history of the 
Province of the day and his wife ‘Madam Rhett” was in a way a 
character of equal force. She survived Col. Rhett and married 
Nicholas Trott former Chief Justice of the Province and a person 
of great ability and learning. On 28 February 1729 the daughters 
of Humphrey Torquett, Sarah who married James Belin, and Ju- 
dith who married Ebenezer Ford conveyed to Nicholas Trott and 
Sarah Trott his wife seventy acres of the 320 acre grant. In the 
conflict of lines it would appear that the 320 acres had melted 
down to 70, for the map of the whole 1070 acres includes all the 
river swamp as part of the Hagan plantation. Mrs. Trott survived 
her second husband and devised the Hagan to her grandson Wil- 
liam Moore son of her daughter Catherine Rhett who married 
Roger Moore. On 25 May 1748 William Moore conveyed the 
Hagan to Daniel Huger.’® An account of Daniel Huger has been 
given in a previous number of this MAGaAzinE in the article on the 
Cypress Barony."’? Daniel Huger then acquired on 7 Aug: 1753 


14 Proprietory Grants, Vol. 39, p. 69. 
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a tract of 450 acres of swamp granted to Paul Torquett 6 May 
1704"8 lying at the T west of Ahagan creek between that creek 
and the main river which had been sold in 1711 by Paul Torquett 
to Anthony Bonneau whose sons Samuel and Benjamin Bonneau 
conveyed to Huger. Healso purchased 400 acres on Wisboo creek 
west of the Hagan which seems to have consisted of four grants!!® 
viz: 


One dated 5 May 1704 to Thomas Monck for............. 120 acres 
ED RE GRE EE) EPMVMUEIN BODIE foie 05 v's 4.093 oo 8 Or 150) ** 
sO Mpech* **Sracnanl aearney .. 4 0s ses cess 70. = 
EE Rar AG40 * WVaS POO! ... 6... 60s. aces coi alia 

400 


Thomas Monck on 1 June 1705 conveyed his 120 acres to Wil- 
lian Poole’”® from whom they with the 150 acres granted him de- 
scended to his son and heir William Poole’? who seems to have 
acquired the other two tracts and sold the whole 400 acres to 
Thomas Bonny’? who devised to his daughters Anne Bonny (who 
married William Hull) and Martha Bonny who on 3 Aug: 1783 
conveyed to Daniel Huger. This aggregate of 1920 acres Daniel 
Huger who died in 1754 devised to his son John Huger. Lying 
South of the Hagan on the Cooper river was a tract of land be- 
longing to a family named Akin. The earliest grant to them 
was a grant 1 Sept" 1697 to Thomas Akin for 150 acres.!**_ Prior 
to that on 30 July 1695 he had acquired from Jonathan Amory 
a tract of 200 granted the latter 12 Sept? 1694. To this Thomas 
Akin added a grant to him of 320 acres 18 Sept™ 1703. At Thomas 
Akin’s death about 1705 these tracts passed under his will to his 
three sons John, Thomas, and James. He left also surviving him 
a widow Elizabeth Akin and four daughters Sarah who married 
John Lloyd, Mary who married Jeremiah Russell, Martha who 
married first Thomas Monck and second McGregor, and Eliza- 
beth Akin Jun’. John Akin the eldest son acquired 55 acres addi- 


18 Proprietory Grants, Vol. 38, p. 449. 
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tional of “Cedar Swamp” by grant 25 May i717 and after his 
death devised this last tract and all his interest in the rest of the 
land to his mother for life and then to his brothers and sisters. 
His mother seems to have acquired from one Hugh Fling two small 
tracts of 70 and 50 acres granted him on 2 January 1697/8 by deed 
from Fling on 25 February 1714/15 and by deeds of transfer from 
his mother and his brother, brothers in law and sisters made in 
1729 the entire tract of 845 acres was vested in James Akin the 
youngest son.’*4 This James Akin married Sarah Bremar daughter 
of James Bremarand left twosons James and Thomas Akin and the 
land went to James the eldest who increased the holdings for after 
his death the property known as Akinfield was sold in 1784 to 
John Huger as 1271 acres.!25 Mr Huger also acquired in 1796 from 
the estate of Thomas Withers’*® a tract of 115 acres formerly of 
Joseph Stone and part of a grant of 390 acres to John Stone.!27 
In 1798 John Huger also acquired a large tract lying South of the 
Akin or Akinfield property. This tract contained the grant to 
Thomas Lynch on 16 Febry 1701 of 500 acres which Thomas 
Lynch on 13 June 1711 sold to Jeremiah Russell'** and seems also 
to have included 275 acres part of John Stone’s 390 acre grant and 
other adjacent tracts. Jeremiah Russell married Mary daughter 
of Thomas Akin and under the will of a Mary Russell (probably 
a daughter or daughter in law of the first Mary Russell) the prop- 
erty passed to John Deveaux, Andrew Deveaux and their sister 
Mary Deveaux who married Joseph Roddom from whom it was 
transferred to John Huger.!*® It is curious as a survival of names 
that a creek through this land was as early as 1696 and 1708 
called the “Fresh run’”?®° which name it still retains. To the lands 
so acquired John Huger added in 1786 two grants of marsh land 
on the Cooper river for 1008 acres the whole constituting a magnifi- 
cent estate of 4965 acres. It included the fertile rice lands of the 
Hagan and the residence was on the fine bluff at the confluence of 
Ahagan creek with the river one of the most commanding spots on 

14 Memo. Bk., Vol. 3, p. 6. M.C. O. Charleston, Bk. J, p. 150. 

25 M. C. O. Charleston, Bk. K, 5, p. 433. 

128 Tbid., Bk. X, 6, p. 381. 

27 Memo. Bk., Vol. 5, p. 141. 

18 T014., p. 102. 
29M. C. O. Charleston, Bk. X, 6, p. 301. 
139 Printed Warrants, 1692-1711, pp. 127, 213. 
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the whole river. At John Huger’s death the property was again 
subdivided. By his will he devised the Hagan plantation proper 
to his eldest son Daniel. To his son John he devised the Akinfield 
plantation containing according to the new lines as described 1723 
acres and to his son Alfred the plantation purchased from Rod- 
dam and Deveaux and called Moreland containing 1386 acres. 
By some family arrangement 442 acres off the Hagan plantation 
called Blanchard’s was conveyed by Daniel Huger to his younger 
brother the late D™' Benjamin Huger. This 442 acres was situated 
on Wisboo or French Quarter creek and after it passed into Dr 
Huger’s possession he gave it the name of Benevento. In 1819 
under proceedings for the settlement of the estate of John Huger 
the Hagan plantation containing 1418 acres was transferred to his 
son John in the hands of whose descendants it continued until 
1857. The Akinfield plantation in the possession of the younger 
John Huger had its name changed to Woodland and under that 
name was in 1803 transferred to John Harleston.’** TheMore- 
land plantation devised to Alfred Huger was in 1819 sold to John 
Gordon! who later in 1828 purchased from the Executors of 
Thomas Allan an adjoining tract of 1317 acres called Pagett’s 
landing'* formerly a part of the Brabant plantation. On this 
tract a brick manufactory had been established which was con- 
tinued and enlarged by M* Gordon and the whole plantation 
became known as the Brickyard and the landing as the Brickyard 
landing and afterwards when a steamboat service was established 
on the river as the steamboat landing. Under the will of John 
Gordon these plantations passed to his widow who afterwards mar- 
ried Governor Thomas Bennett and by Governor Bennett and his 
wife the two plantations were in 1852 conveyed to the late Dt Ed- 
mund Ravenel.!* 

South of the Hagan and West of Moreland plantation lying on the 
west side of French Quarter Creek was a plantation known as 
Spring Hill. This consisted originally of 510 acres formed of four 
grants, viz. 
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A grant to Denis Hayes about 1694 of................... 100 acres 135 

« «© Humphrey Torquett’s daughters in 1704....... 230 “ 136 

“« «© Charles Hayes 20 76 Uae 80 “ 137 

Fee SE a aoa i eon 100 “ 138 
510 “ 


Charles Hayes seems to have inherited the 100 acres of Denis 
Hayes. The daughters of Humphrey Torquett were Marianne 
who married Joseph Ford (or Foord), Sarah who married James 
Belin, Judith who married Ebenezer Ford (or Foord) and Eliza- 
beth who died young. James Belin and wife conveyed in 1717 
her share to Joseph Ford who devised to Ebenezer Ford who with 
his wife Judith on 25 Sept" 1723 conveyed the whole 230 acres to 
Charles Hayes on whose death the lands seem to have descended 
to his eldest son Charles Hayes who in 1732 conveyed one half or 
255 acres to his brother George Hayes"? who sold to John Bonnoitt 
who conveyed to Walter Dallas“® from whom this 255 acres passed 
to Francis Dallas whose Executor Robert Quash in 1759 sold to 
George Seaman.“! The other moiety or 255 acres retained by 
Charles Hayes was by his Widow and his son John Hayes in 1753 
transferred to Robert Quash™ who with his wife Elizabeth trans- 
ferred to George Seaman who thus reunited in himself the 
whole 510 acres and in 1762 conveyed them to Thomas Dearing- 
ton. Thomas Dearington (apparently pronounced Darrington) 
added to this holding of 510 acres on the West side of French 
Quarter creek some 224 acres and also 290 acres on the East side 
of the creek including therein 240 acres which had once belonged 
to Peter Dutartre granted to him 12 May 1697.% ‘This Peter 
Dutartre was the ancestor of the Dutartre family concerned in the 
religious or fanatical episode in 1724 which resulted in the killing 
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of Capt. Peter Simons and the execution on the gallows of four 
persons. After the execution of the Dutartres the lands appear to 
have escheated to the Crown and in 1773 were regranted to Dt John 
Mayer at whose death the property was divided among his three 
heirs who all finally transferred it to Thomas Dearington.’* On 
one acre of this tract near where the public road crossed the line 
between Mayers land and the Brabant plantation at about the 
spot marked on the map published herewith was the Church of 
St: Denis. This was the church for the use of the French settlers 
in the Orange Quarter. There may have been a church edifice 
here erected by the French prior to the Church Act of 1706 but 
by that Statute a parish was created of the Orange Quarter for 
the use of the French Settlement called by the name of St: Denis, 
and the church whether already constructed or constructed under 
the provisions of that Statute in 1708 as stated by D™ Humphrey 
became one of the churches of the established Church of England. 
The church edifice was made a Chapel of Ease to the Parish Church 
by the Act of 18 December 1708 and the minister was allowed an 
annual salary by the Province. The first Minister was the Rev: 
Mr’ Le Pierre who died in 1728 and was succeeded by the Rev. 
John James Tissot who had been ordained in the Church of Eng- 
land. The services were held in the French tongue but with the 
deaths of the French immigrants the congregation fell off, the 
children who spoke and understood English uniting themselves to 
the English churches. Mr Tissot died in 1763 and in 1768 an Act 
was passed declaring that from the deaths of the greatest part of 
the parishioners who understood the French language and other 
causes the performing of divine service in the French tongue was 
unnecessary and disused and the French Church useless for a 
place of worship. The Act then directed the Wardens and Ves- 
try of the Parish of St. Thomas and St. Denis to sell the lands 
and buildings of the French congregation the proceeds to be ap- 
plied to the benefit of the poor of the Parish. The church edifice 
was probably of wood. At any rate no sign or vestige of it now 
appears. It was only by the most diligent search and examina- 
tion of old maps and deeds that its site could be ascertained and 
established with approximate certainty. 

At Thomas Dearington’s death Spring Hill passed to his son 
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John Dearington who in 1824 sold it to Col: Jacob Bond T’On'*? 
who shortly after in 1830 sold it to Edward R. Laurens'* from 
whom in 1836 it passed to W™ Postell Ingraham. Mr Laurens 
changed the name to “Tonia;’’* but the older name survived and 
Ionia ceased to be used as the name. Whilst in the hands of 
Thomas Dearington an immense amount of work seems to have 
been done on the property. According to D* Irving he replaced 
the meandering course of the creek by a large straight canal from 
where the creek entered his land adjacent to the Hagan line to a 
point some distance East of the bridge on the public road to 
Charleston. 

Next South of ‘‘ Moreland” and of Spring Hill lay the extensive 
property known as Brabant’s or the Brabant plantation. This 
plantation was an excellent illustration of the absorption of smaller 
grants into a large plantation. The basis was a grant to Francis 
Pagett in 1704 for 200 acres.“ To this he added 200 acres granted 
Lewis Juin in 1696, 210 acres granted James Belin in 1704, 500 
acres granted to Daniel Brabant in 1709, 26 acres granted to Daniel 
Brabant in 1710, 200 acres granted to Julien Carteau in 1704, 150 
acres granted to Philip Norman in 1705, two grants for 390 acres 
each to Francis Pagett in 1714, 70 acres granted to Francis Pagett 
in 1719 52 acres granted to Francis Pagett in 1718/19, 200 acres 
granted to Anthony Poitevin in 1707 and 150 acres granted to 
Peter Poitevin in 1713 a total of 2528 acres. The 500 acres 
granted to Daniel Brabant in 1706 had been originally laid out to 
James de Bordeaux under warrants issued in 1677 and 1698. 
Daniel Brabant styled “surgeon” and sometimes ‘“‘ Doctor” mar- 
ried Magdelaine one of the daughters of James de Bordeaux and 
after de Bordeaux’ death his other children viz Anthony de Bor- 
deaux, Judith de Bordeaux and Margery Poitevin conveyed in 
1708/9 their interests in the land to Daniel Brabant and his wife 
and thereafter Brabant took out a new grant to himself.’ From 
him the place took its name which was applied to the entire tract. 
At the death of Francis Pagett about 1730 these lands passed under 


M7 Tbid., Bk. Q, 9. p. 191. 

48 Thid., Bk. Z, 9, p. 459. 

49 Thid., Bk. M, 10, p. 446. 

180 Proprietory Grants, Vol. 38, p. 421. 
1 Off. Hist. Com™., Bk. 1701-1712, p. 74. 








34 SO. CA. HISTORICAL AND GENEALOGICAL MAGAZINE 


his will to his three sons Francis, Peter, and John.’ Either by 
inheritance or transfer all of the tracts became reunited in John 
Pagett who added four additional tracts making a total of 3600 
acres all apparently known as one plantation called the Brabant 
plantation. John Pagett married Constantia Hasell eldest 
daughter of the Rev: Thomas Hasell and granddaughter of John 
Ashby the 274 Cassique, and had one child Elizabeth Pagett to 
whom descended the Brabant plantation. Elizabeth Pagett mar- 
ried the Rev: Dt Robert Smith then Rector of St Philip’s Church 
in Charles Town and the Brabant plantation of 3600 acres was 
transferred to her husband,!* who retained it after his wife’s death 
without surviving children. During the Rev: Mt Smith’s long 
ownership of the property he added to it considerably by pur- 
chase and it was his country seat and residence when his duties 
permitted a residence in the country: and the property was greatly 
developed by him. The Rev? Mt Smith took a very pronounced 
position in the American Revolution in favour of the Province and 
against British control. He held the position of Chaplain Gen- 
eral to the Southern Department of the Continental Army and 
during the siege of Charlestown he “shouldered his musket and 
“amidst scenes of the greatest danger both by precept and ex- 
“ample stimulated to intrepid resistance.’ After the surrender 
of Charlestown he was immediately banished, and though ill and 
confined to his bed a sentinel was not allowed to quit his chamber 
until he was taken from it to be transported to Philadelphia and 
his name appears at the head of the list published in the Gazeite 
of persons whose property was confiscated by order of Sir Henry 
Clinton. 

During the siege of Charlestown Brabant house was for a time 
the headquarters of Lord Cornwallis who commanded the British 
forces on that side of Cooper river and also of “Quarter Master 
Jack” and it was at Brabant that occurred the episode related by 
Dr Irving of the hanging of Mauder the Rev: M* Smith’s overseer 
to compel him to disclose where the plate and silver of his employer 
and of the Church had been concealed.* It was on Brabant at 
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the bridge across French Quarter creek that took place on 24 
January 1782 the encounter between the British under Major 
Coffin and a part of Marion’s command under Col Richard Rich- 
ardson which resulted in the defeat of the Americans.’1® After the 
war he returmed to Charleston, was one of the original members 
of the Society of the Cincinnati in South Carolina, was the first 
Principal of the College of Charleston, was one of the chief, if 
not the chief, movers in the reorganization of the Church of Eng- 
land in the State and its union with the Churches in the rest of the 
country as the Protestant Episcopal Church in America and 
in 1795 was consecrated first Bishop of the Diocese of South Caro- 
lina. He died in 1800 and under his will Brabant passed to his 
eldest son the late Robert Smith of Charleston who sold off some 
outlying parts of the plantation retaining the body of the property 
and the residence and settlements. After his death the property 
was in 1852 disposed of by his heirs to the late D'. Edmund Rave- 
nel. The property had therefore continued in the same hands 
without sale from 1704 to 1852. 

The old house and residence at Brabant shared the fate of so 
many of the family residences in St: Thomas’ Parish—destruction 
by fire; and abandonment, consequent upon the complete over- 
turn of private and public fortunes by the war of 1861-1865. 
The late Hon: George S. Bryan then District Judge of the United 
States for South Carolina related to the writer the following an- 
ecdote as evidencing the melancholy effects of this destruction: 

He said an old friend of his who in his youth had spent many 
happy days with the family at Brabant could not forbear, upon a 
return visit to his native soil after a very prolonged absence, from 
going again to the scene of his past enjoyment. He found the ruins 
of an abandoned home. An irregular jungle where he had known 
a well ordered garden with its flowers and shrubbery. A muddy 
pool with broken banks grown up with reeds and young cyptess, 
lifting their heads against a dark grey sky, in the place of the once 
ornamental pond or lake, and the only sound the dismal croaking 
of a flock of jackdaws in the tops of the cypress, where he had 
known a place filled with the music of laughter, and song, and the 
pleasant voices of affectionate friends. The shock of the contrast 
was such that he turned away unable to bear it, with 
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“Tears from the depths of some divine despair 
Rise in the heart and gather to the eyes” 


and left the spot never to return. 

D'. Edmund Ravenel had previously in 1835 purchased from the 
Executors of John Gordon a plantation lying southwest of Bra- 
bant called ““The Grove” consisting of several tracts aggregated 
by Gordon, including one of the outlying parts of Brabant lying 
on Cooper river, which had been sold off by Robert Smith, and 
covering in all 3364 acres. He subsequently in 1852 purchased 
from Governor Bennett and his wife the widow of John Gordon 
another part of Brabant called Pagett’s Landing which also had 
been sold off and also the Moreland plantation sold by Alfred Huger 
to John Gordon the two places containing together 2831 acres, 
and later in the same year—1852—he acquired the rest of Bra- 
bant, 1420 acres, from the heirs of Robert Smith thus again unit- 
ing in one owner nearly the whole of the original Brabant and mak- 
ing with the other lands acquired by him an estate of 7615 acres. 

Much of the area this article treats of covers the French settle- 
ment or Orange Quarter. A detailed account of that settlement 
and the first French settlers in the Province will be the subject 
of another article. This must be restricted to the Ashby Barony 
and the adjoining plantations. The map accompanying this Arti- 
cle has been gathered together by years of comparison and collec- 
tion of ancient maps and deeds. It does not attempt to do more 
than generally indicate the lines of plantations as existing at about 
the end of the eighteenth century. Subsequent changes of owner- 
ship and title have made of course an entire difference in these. 
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MARRIAGE AND DEATH NOTICES FROM THE SOUTH 
CAROLINA WEEKLY GAZETTE 


Compiled by Mazer L. WEBBER. 


The first number of the South-Carolina Weekly Gazette, appeared 
on Saturday, February 15, 1783,) printed by Nathan Childs, 85 
Church Street; on March 3, 1784, the paper became semi-weekly 
and the name was changed to South Carolina Gazette and Public 
Advertiser. In 1785 an attempt was made to issue it three times a 
week which was soon discontinued. In 1786 the name was 
changed to the Charleston Morning Post and Daily Advertiser, and 
the paper was published daily except Sundays. Some time in 
1787 or 1788, the name was again changed to City Gazette or Daily 
Advertiser, which title, with minor changes, it held until some years 
after 1832 when it was sold to the proprietors of the Charleston 
Courier. This paper had several able editors during its existence, 
among them, Peter Freneau and W. Gilmore Simms. 


Married.] At Accabee, near this Town, Col. Lewis Morris, 
Aid de Camp to the Hon. Major General Greene, to Miss Ann 
Elliott, daughter of the deceased William Elliott, Esq.—In St. 
John’s Parish, Mr. John Bryan to Mrs. Lydia Simons, Widow of 
the deceased Edward Simons, Esq.—In Charlestown, Dr. Robert 
Grant, to Miss Esther Lesesne, Daughter of Mr. Peter Lesesne.— 
Mr. William Hutchins, Schoolmaster, to Miss Martha Stent. 
(Saturday, February 15, 1783.) 

Died.] Mr. William Stukes, Merchant.—Mr. Abraham Spidel, 
Merchant. 

St. James Goose Creek, Jan. 22, 1783 

“On Thursday evening, the 16th instant, died at his Seat Arch- 
dale, on Ashly-River, Richard-Bohun Baker, Esq; a sincere Friend 
and an Honest Man, few were blest with a greater share of good 
Sense and sound Judgment, the Display of which were greatly 


1A very full history of this paper, as well as other Charleston papers, was 
compiled by A. S. Salley, Jr. and published in the Centennial edition of the 
News and Courier, 1903. 
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prevented by an almost continued Indisposition for many Years, 
which he bore with the Fortitude and Resignation that forms the 
Characteristics of a truly wise man. (Saturday Feb. 15, 1783) 

Married.] In Charlestown, Mr. William Freeman, Merchant, 
to Miss Elizabeth Pringle, Daughter of the deceased Robert 
Pringle, Esq.—Mr. John Gibbons, to Miss Ann Benfield, only 
Child of the deceased Mr. John Benfield.—Mr. John Kneeshaw to 
Miss. Elizabeth Sutcliff, youngest sister of Mr. John Sutcliff.— 
At Indian Land, Mr. Wilson Glover, to Mrs. Margaret Heyward 
widow of the deceased Daniel Heyward, Esq.—In St. Thomas’s 
Parish, Mr. Isaac Lesesne, to Miss Judith Muzon, eldest daughter 
of Mr. Peter Muzon.—At James Island, Mr. William Gibbes, to 
Miss Mary Holmes, daughter of Mr. John Holmes.—Lately at 
Port Royal, Mr. William Joyner, to Mrs. Elizabeth Joyner, widow 
of the deceased Mr. James Joyner. (Saturday, February 22, 
1783.) 

Died.] Lately at John’s Island, in the bloom of life, much re- 
gretted by her Friends and Acquaintances, Mrs. Mary Geyer, 
Wife of Mr. John Geyer, Merchant, and daughter of Mr. Thomas 
Hanscome.—At Fishing-creek, Camden-District, Mrs. Susanna 
Knox, Wife of Dt. James Knox.—In Charlestown, Mrs. Eliza- 
beth Yates, Wife of Mr. Seth Yates.—In the 17th year of his age, 
Master Thomas Godfrey, a promising youth, Son of the deceased 
Mr. Benjamin Godfrey. (Ibid.) 

[Wednesday.] A small boat coming from James Island, overset, 
by some Accident, near Lamboll’s bridge; by this unfortunate 
Event, Dr. Lewis, of the Continental Hospital, and a Negroe Fel- 
low, were drowned. (Saturday, March 1, 1783.) 

Early the same morning died, in the 39th year of his Age, 
Thomas Grimball, Esq; Major of the Charlestown Battallion of 
Artillery —At the Commencement of the War, inspired with the 
sacred Love of his Country, he took an early Part, and sacrificed 
the greatest Part of his Fortunes and domestic Tranquillity in 
Defense of her Liberties. After the Surrender of this Capital to 
the British Arms, he was taken in the same, and afterwards, con- 
trary to a solemn Capitulation, he was banished by a lawless 
Banditti to St. Augustine, during which time, in the Hour of his 
Country’s deepest Distress, he steadily adhered to and never for- 
sook her; after which he was exchanged and sent to Philadephia, 
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and from thence but lately returned to his native Home. In his 
private life, he was a tender affectionate Husband, a sincere friend, 
charitable to the Poor, a kind indulgent master, and a truly honest 
Man.—His Remains were on the next Evening followed by a 
numerous Train of relations, Friends, Acquaintances, Brother Of- 
ficers and men of his Batallion, and interred with Military Honours, 
in the Family Vault in St Philips Church Yard. (Saturday March 
1, 1783.) 

Last Tuesday evening Stephen Fogartie, Esq; of St. Thomas’s 
Parish was married to Mrs. Martha Wigfall, Widow of the de- 
ceased Benjamin Wigfall, Esq. 

Last Wednesday morning Daniel Legaré, sen. Esq; was mar- 
ried to Miss Frances Thomas, daughter of the deceased Mr. 
Daniel Thomas. (Saturday, March 8, 1783.) 

Last Thursday morning died Mr. David Bruce, Printer, in the 
52d year of his age, 24 of which he resided in Charlestown; his 
sudden death is much regretted by a numerous acquaintance, as 
an inoffensive and truly honest man.—The next evening his re- 
mains were interred in St. Michael’s Church yard, attended by a 
great number of respectable inhabitants. (Saturday, March 15, 
1783.) 

Yesterday died, after a long and tedious illness which he bore 
with christian patience and resignation, in an advanced age, the 
Rev. Mr. Alexander Garden, Rector of St. Thomas’s Parish, much 
esteemed and respected by all who knew him. (Ibid.) 

Last Sunday morning died at Sandy Hill, occasioned by a fall 
from his horse the preceding evening, Lieut. Col. Stewart, of the 
Maryland line, whose untimely death is much lamented by his 
acquaintances, particularly by the officers belonging to the army. 
—His remains were on Monday morning brought to Town, and 
in the afternoon interred in St. Philip’s Church yard, with mili- 
tary honours, attended by a great number of his brother officers, 
and many of the inhabitants. (Saturday, March 29, 1783.) 

Last Wednesday afternoon Simon Berwick, Esq; was shot by 
two white men, about twelve miles above Dorchester, on his way 
from town to his plantation in Ninety-Six District—He was 
greatly esteemed by all who knew him, which makes his untimely 
death much lamented. (Ibid.) 

Died.] At the Round O, John Ward, Esq; formerly an eminent 








40 So. CA. HISTORICAL AND GENEALOGICAL MAGAZINE 


merchant in this town.—At Stono, Mrs. Sarah Nicholes, wife of 
Henry Nicholes, Esq. (Ibid.) 

Married.] Mr. William Smelie, of Wadmalaw Island, to Mrs. 
Mary Lowrey, of the same place. At Savanna, in Georgia, Major 
John Habersham, of the Georgia regiment, and Commandant of 
that town, to Miss Nancy Camber, daughter of the deceased 
Thomas Camber, Esq; and Benjamin Lloyd, Esq; to Miss Polly 
Morell, daughter of the deceased John Morell, Esq. (Saturday, 
April 5, 1783.) 

Married.] Last Tuesday evening, Thomas Middleton, Esq; to 
Miss Nancy Manigault, daughter of the Hon. Peter Manigault, 
Esq, deceased.—Capt. Francis Hill to Miss Sally Fair, daughter 
of Mr. William Fair, Merchant. (Saturday, April 12, 1783.) 

Died.] Last night, in the bloom of life, after a lingering illness, 
which she bore with uncommon patience and resignation, Miss 
Jenny Jones, of this town, a young lady esteemed through life by 
a numerous acquaintance, who now sincerely laments her death. 
[Verses.] (Ibid.) 

Married.] Lately at Philadelphia, Dr. David Ramsay, of this 
town, to Miss Witherspoon, daughter of D'. Witherspoon, of that 
City.—In Charlestown, last Thursday evening, Thomas Hutchin- 
son jun, Esq; to the amiable and accomplished Miss Betsy Leger, 
daughter of the deceased Mr. Peter Leger, Merchant.—The same 
evening, Mr. Benjamin Waring (son of John) to Miss Susanna 
Hamlin, a young lady of great beauty and merit, and daughter of 
the deceased Mr. Samuel Hamlin.—At John’s Island, on Sunday 
last, Mr. George-Hext Freer, to Miss Susanna Holmes, daughter 
of Mr. Daniel Holmes. (Saturday, April 19, 1783.) 

Died.] On Tuesday last, in child-bed, much regretted by all 
who knew her, Mrs. Eleanor Screven, wife of Col. Thomas Screven, 
and daughter of the Rev. Mr. Oliver Hart, formerly pastor of the 
Baptist Church in this town. (Ibid.) 

Married.]_ Mr. Charles Snowden, to Miss Nancy Lawrence, 
daughter of Mr. Etsell Lawrence, Ship Carpenter. (Saturday, 
April 26, 1783.) 

Died.] On Monday last, after a long and tedious illness, Thomas 
Rutledge, Esq; much esteemed through life by a numerous ac- 
quaintance, and now sincerely lamented.—The same day at 
Stono, the Rev. Mr. John Lewis, Rector of St. Paul’s Parish— 
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On Thursday last, in the bloom of life, Miss Ann Edwards, second 
daughter of the deceased John Edwards, Esq; and last evening 
her remains were decently interred in the family vault in the Inde- 
pendent church yard. (Ibid.) 

We have the pleasure to inform the public the Rev. Mr. Lewis, 
Rector of St. Paul’s Parish is not dead, as mentioned in our last, 
through wrong information. (Saturday, May 3, 1783.) 

Married.] Last Thursday, Mr. Isaac Walter, of Bacon’s Bridge, 
to Mrs. Elizabeth Hopkins, widow of the deceased Mr. William 
Hopkins.—The same day, Mr. John Boomer to Miss Patty Rey- 
nolds, daughter of Mr. William Reynolds, of Wadmelaw, Island. 
(Ibid.) 

Died.] After a lingering illness, Mrs. Margaret Imrie, of this 
town. (Ibid.) 

Sir James Wallace was lately killed in a duel with one of his 
officers at Bath, England. (Saturday, May 10, 1783.) 

Yesterday, about five oclock in the afternoon, a melancholy 
circumstance happened in a house in Union Street. A quarrel 
having arisen, Mr. Jacob Arnst, a constable belonging to the town, 
interfering to restore peace, received a mortal wound under his 
ribs, from one John Young, a barber, which put a period to his 
life in a few hours. (Ibid.) 

Married.] Last Thursday evening, Colonel Anthony-Walton 
White, of New Jersey, to Miss Margaret Ellis, youngest daughter 
of the deceased Mr. William Ellis, of this town, merchant; a young 
lady endowed with every accomplishment requisite to render the 
connubial state happy. (Ibid.) 

This morning died Mr. James Wright. (Saturday, May 17, 
1783.) 

Married.] At Boston, lately, Capt. Butler, of that place, to 
Mrs. Elizabeth Lyon, widow of the deceased Mr. John Lyon, of 
this town. (Saturday, May 24, 1783.) 

Married.] Lieut. James Milligan, of the Pennsylvania line, to 
Miss Betsy M’ Allister of this town. (Saturday, May 31, 1783.) 

Died.] Mr. Charles-King Chitty, Sadler—In the 60th year of 
his age, Capt. John Conyers. (Ibid.) 





(To be continued) 








LETTERS OF JOHN RUTLEDGE 


Annotated by JosepH W. BARNWELL 
(Continued from the October number) 


Salisbury Nov. 26. 1780 
Gent,— 

I have just rec’., by the person whom I sent to Hillsbor°., your 
favours of the 10%. & 24*. ult°., & observe with pleasure, what you 
say, respecting a Letter to the King of France—I hope Congress 
will send several Copies of it—each.! by a Gentleman of Address, 
Sense, & Spirit, Master of the subject, & well acquainted with 
the French Language, who will, without offence, or the fear of 
giving it, make a full & true Representation of our Affairs—I be- 
lieve nothing else is necessary to obtain from France, immediate 
& ample Supplies of Money, cloathing, Tents, Arms & military 
Stores, & a suff*. Aid of Troops & Ships—an Early & vigorous Cam- 
paign w’. give us Independence—that sh‘. be the first object of 
France & America—and our utmost Efforts used to obtain it, as 
soon as possible—The Chevalier? & Marquis are warm friends of 
America—They will, if requested, give us their influence & Inter- 
est—I wish the Marquis w‘. be personally an Advocate for Amer- 
ica, with his Prince—an Application from Gen!. Washington w‘. 
have considerable Effect in France—& a confidential Officer, sent 
by him, to concert measures, with the French Minister of War, 
w*. do more, than can be expected, from our Plenipotentiary at 
Versailles, with the Count deVergennes— 

It is a melancholy Reflection (when we consider our inexhausti- 
ble resources, & powerful alliance) that there sh?. bea British Sol- 
dier on the Continent and intolerable that, in the present Stage 
of the War, our Affairs sh*. be in such a wretched Condition, as 


_ 1 It was not until a year after this letter was written that Col. John Laurens 
was sent by Washington as a Special Envoy to the Court of France with excel- 
lent results. In Vol. 1, page 13, of this Magazine will be found considerable 
correspondence between Laurens and others as to his work in France. 
2 Anne-Cérar, Chevalier de la Luzerne then French Minister to the United 
States. ‘The Marquis” was of course LaFayette. 
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they are—I am persuaded that nothing w®. can retrieve them will 
be omitted by you.—Col. Marion had a successful Skirmish some 
Weeks ago, with a party of Tories*—the enclosed Extract of his 
Letter to me will give you the particulars—It is said, here, that 
Tarlton attacked Sumpter last Thursday,* & was repulsed with 
the Loss of upwards of 100 killed & wounded—that Tarlton is 
mortally wounded (but was carried off) that only one Man was 
killed on our side & that Sumpter was slightly wounded in the Arm 
(the ball was cut out) & retreated pretty high up the Country, 
apprehending that the Enemy were ab‘. to attack him, in great 
force—I give you this News, as we have it—There is no official 
Accot. come, of it, but, it is told, with great appearance of Credi- 
bility—However We must not publish, till We are sure of it,—I 
repeat my request, that you will transmit to me, with the greatest 
dispatch, every material Occurrence, and am w*. great Respect. 
Gent 
yr. most obed Sert. 
J: Rutledge 
P.S. Ishall set off, as soon as I close this Packet, for Charlotte— 


Charlotte Dec’. 8, 1780 
Gent.— 

At Salisbury, I wrote to you a very long Letter, beg’g ab‘. the 
20th & end’. ab*. the 27. ult®., & deliv’. it, on that day to Mr. 
Baird, who was just then setting off for Lancaster—He promised, 
if he went, immediately from thence, to Philad’*. to deliver it, if not, 
to send it pr Express, so that, I presume, you will receive it, in a 
few days from this Date—The enclosed will give you our latest 
News from C: Town, and an Acc of Gen!. Sumpter’s Engagem*., 
with Wemyss & Tarlton, of Col. Marion’s with some Tories, & of 
L; Col. Washington’s success ag**. Rugely;5 but, what do all these 
things avail, towards the grant point of regg. our Country, the dis- 
tresses of which I want words to describe,—On the 29*. ult°. I went 
to Col. Watson’s in the New Acquisition® (S°. Carolina,) ab*. 20 

3 At Black Mingo, September 14, 1780. 

4 At Blackstocks, November 20, 1780. Sumter’s wound kept him out of the 
field for some time to the serious detriment of his command. 

5 The capture of Rugeley’s fortified house and 112 men on Dec. 4, 1780 by 


threatening him a log or wfth logs resembling Artillery. 
6 York County. 
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Miles from hence, to confer with Gen!. Sumpter, who had been 
removed thither—it was really melancholy to see the desolate Con- 
dition of poor Hills Plant™; & the Situation of his family—all his 
fine Iron Works, Mills, dwelling House & Build’. of every kind, 
even his negroe Houses, reduced to Ashes, and his wife and Chil- 
dren in a little Log-Hut—I was shocked to see the ragged, shabby 
Condition, of our brave & virtuous Men, who w%. not remain in 
the power of the Enemy, but have taken to Arms—This, however, 
is but a faint description of the Suffering of our unfortunate Coun- 
try for, it is beyond a Doubt, that the Enemy have hanged many 
of our People, who, from fear, & the Impracticab’y. of removing, 
had given Paroles, &, who, from Attachm*. to our side, had joined 
it—nay, Tarlton has, since the action at Blackstock’s, hung one 
Capt. Johnston, a Magistrate of respectable Character—They 
have also burnt a prodigious N°. of Houses, & turned a vast many 
Women, formerly of affluent, or, easy fortune, w**. their children, 
almost naked, into the Woods—Tarlton at Gen!. Richardson’s Wid- 
ows, exceeded his usual Barbarity, for having dined in her House, 
he not only burnt it, after plundering every thing contained, 
but having drove into the Barn a N°. of Cattle, Hogs, Poultry, he 
consumed them, together with the Barn, & the Corn in it, in one 
general Blaze, & this because he pretended to believe, that the 
poor old Gen!. was with the Rebel-Army, tho’, had he open’d his 
grave, before the Door, he might have seen the Contrary—Many 
more of the Staunchest Inhabt. of C:T: (it is said abt. 90,) have 
been sent, ab‘ a Fortnight ago to St. August®., & others are to fol- 
low—I have not been able to procure a list of them—I believe 
none is published, but, I recollect that Mr. A: Middleton’ is of 
the Number—Mr. Gadsden is confined to the Castle, the rest of 
the first sett are on Parol, in the Town—Col; C: C. Pinckney’s 
family are turned out of his House—In short the Enemy seem de- 
termined, if they can, to break every Man’s Spirit, &, if they can*., 
to ruin him—Engage-m*., of Capitulation, & Proclamations, are 
no Security agt their oppression & Cruelties—they make a great 
Parade of Mr. Middleton, “formerly Presid* of the Con“ Congress,” 
& old Mr. Manigault having applied to be admitted as British 
Subjects, w® they have been—Indeed, I fear many will follow their 


7 The signer of the Declaration of Independence and son of Henry Middleton 
mentioned afterwards in this letter. 
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Example—the unfort® affair, near Camden, the want of any Sup- 
port ever since, & the little prospect of any, have affected the Con- 
duct of many, who were well disposed, & whose Hearts may, per- 
haps, still be wt® us—Our last acco‘ from Virg*, are, that the En- 
emy, who had embarked on App’. of a Fleet, supposing they might 
be French, (probably the Transports from N.York for C:Town, 
as Ment? in the So. Carolina Gazette of 27th ult°) had relanded, 
on discovering them to be friends, & that a Reinforcem* was ex- 
pected in Virg*—If so, & the Reinforcem** expected in C: T: have 
arrived, or should arrive, (which they probably will, if they have 
not already,) instead of moving down—w’. it is likely that our 
Maneuvres may be of the retrograde kind—Indeed, the present 
prospect is truly gloomy—very different from what you, at 
Philad*, conceive it, if you credit w* I presume you do, (willing 
to catch at good news however improbable,) such Intelligence as 
that published in Dunlap’s Paper of 4th. ult®. said to come from 
Richmond—Gen! Green arrived here the 24 Inst*.—he left Baron 
Steuben to command, for the present, in Virginia—if the Baron is 
to take Rank of Smallwood, he will leave us; However, you will 
hear from him, on that Head. Gen!. Green will establish expresses 
from hence, to Hillsbor®. (none having been yet app*.) and have 
all the Expresses, from hence, to Philad*. put upon the best Foot- 
ing, for Regularity, & dispatch so that I hope, in future, to hear 
from you, at least once a Week—oftener, if you have any thing 
material to communicate—no acco‘. from C.Town, or elsewhere, 
respecting the Spaniards going ag* St. Augustine, or Pensacola— 
your Intelligence from Havanna, I think, must be ill founded— 
Inclosed I send, for your Information, and the Information of Con- 
gress & the Chev." (but it sh? go no further) an Acco* of the En- 
emy’s Strength, & Posts in S*°. Carolina & Georgia, & of our Force 
in S°.C. & this State—from which you may readily form a just 
opinion of Affairs in this Quarter—I have given Gen!. Green, a 
Copy of this Accot. of the Enemy’s Strength & Posts, w probably 
he will transmit & I refer you to his Acco‘ of our Strength, but I 
believe you will find mine pretty accurate—Gen!. Gates, in his 
last Letter to the Board of War (which pray peruse,) expressed his 
Sentiments, very fully, requesting Supplies, (or rather the Want 
of ’em) for the Southern Army—I am fully persuaded of your At- 
tention, to every Measure which I have recommended, but it is 
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truly mortifying, to find so much Inattention, in the department 
whose Business it is to furnish Supplies for the Army, very few of 
the Articles, ordered for the Southern department, have ever 
reached the Army, what have come are received in Driblets, & 
exceeding bad order, so as to be of little if any service—such, Con- 
duct is shameful—what can you expect from an Army who are in 
want of everything—There must be some strange Mismanagement, 
in your executive department, (which Sh¢ be enquired into, & 
corrected) or this w4 not happen, unless indeed, the supplies, or- 
dered, can*. be had for want of Money—if that is the Case, it is 
ridiculous to order a Board of War to furnish Supplies, when they 
have not the Means of procuring ’em—it is only tantalising us, & 
productive of the worst Consequences—but why have they not 
Money?—I am told every Article which is wanted may be pro- 
cured in Phil*. for Money, or Bills,—Why will not Congress draw? 
—Surely it is our Policy, to draw, for neither France, Spain, or 
Holland, will venture, however they may threaten, to protest your 
Bills—How do you expect to carry on the War, without Money? 
Taxes where a Country is attacked, or possessed by the Enemy 
cant. be collected, to keep pace with the demands for it—The 
Presid‘. of Congress has transmitted to me, their Resolve of Oct. 
30%., on the Appointm*. of Gen'. Green to the Southern Command 
—His Army is to consist of all the Regular Reg**. & Corps raised, 
or to be raised, from the States of Delaware to Georgia, inclusive— 
this sounds high—but, what that Army is, at present, you see— 
& what it is likely to be, if composed only of such forces, ‘you may 
judge—I will try what can be done w*. N°. Carolina, as to raising 
a permanent Corps of Regulars—Several Gent. think the Meas- 
ure will go down, when the Assembly meets next M°—I am not 
so sanguine, but even, if it does, when will they be equipt, & em- 
bodied, fit for Service?—how men will be obtained, in S°. Caro- 
lina or Georgia, witht. money, or cloathing, I know not—upon the 
whole, Gent., it appears to me, that the Enemy in S°. Carolina are 
or soon will be, reinforced—that the Troops in Virg*., under Les- 
lie, will also be reinforced—that it is probable, they will endeavour 
to effect a Junction, in N°. Carolina, &, if they make such an At- 
tempt, in force, they will receive considerable Aid from N°. & S°. 
Carolina, that they will either effect such Junction, or in attempt- 
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ing it, will ravage & distress this State, & as I cant conceive the 
Policy of suffering the main Army, & the French Troops, to re- 
main in Winter-Quarters, in the Eastern States, (where they can 
have nothing to fear,) instead of opposing the Enemy’s vigorous 
operations in the Southern—I request, & exhort you, to use your 
utmost Influence, & endeavours, to obtain, as soon as possible, 
such Aid from the Grand Army, and from the Forces of his Most 
Christian Majesty, as may not only check the further progress of 
the Enemy tow*®. this State, but regain every part of S°. Carolina 
& Georgia—& that you will have the proper departments fur- 
nished with the Money necessary for procuring, & forwarding, all 
the Supplies which are wanted—that you will particularly, press 
the sending ’em quite on to this Army, (not to be stop’d, or de- 
layed, in Virg*. or N°. Carol*.,) under the Charge of a trusty per- 
son to attend ’em the whole Way—I think Gen!. Washington’s 
presence, for a little while, this Way w‘’. have a very happy Ef- 
fect—I wish he w’. come, & see with his own Eyes, the Importance 
of doing something effectual, for S°. Carolina, for really, hitherto, 
every thing has been trifling—He might return before he c‘. be 
wanied at the Northward— 

Suppose we c4. raise Troops in S°. Carolina, how could they be 
Officer’d, according to the Resolve of Congress of Oct; 21**—the 
Officers of our Cont!. Battalions being Prisoners of War—I wish 
to hear from you, on that point—I do not see how Men c‘. be ap- 
pointed to command these Regiments—& this Circumstance is, 
therefore, an effectual Bar to any Attempt to raise Men—I wish to 
know, as the Enemy have certainly broke the Capitulation of C. 
Town, in many Instances, whether Congress w*. approve of the 
Cont!. Officers, who are on Parole, at Haddrell’s point, coming, or 
being bro*. off—as I think such a Measure might be effected, if 
approved by Congress, but with*. their Consent, it sh*. not be at- 
tempted—This, however, must be kept a profound Secret—other- 
wise the Attempt might fail, & our Friends be ill treated—I ob- 
serve Gen!. Green is impowered to make Exchanges of Prisoners 
in the Southern departm'.—but, whom have we to exchange, for 
our Continental Officers, & Soldiers in C. Town?—I wish to know 
the Idea of Congress respecting the Exchange of our Inhabitants 
taken in Arms, with the Enemy—you recollect, that we have al- 








48 SO. CA. HISTORICAL AND GENEALOGICAL MAGAZINE 


ways looked upon the exchanging ’em as a dangerous preced*. 
Does the power given to Gen!. Green, of making Exchanges, ex- 
tend to such persons, whose Lives & Fortunes are by our Laws of 
Treason forfeited? Ish*. think not, for, if we exchange them, We 
certainly acquit ’em from the Offence of taking up Arms agst 
their Country, & allow the Enemy to recruit their Armies, with 
impunity, in our States—but, it may be said, if we do not, how are 
our Militia to be exchanged?—I don’t know what practice has pre- 
vailed, on this point, in the Eastern States, where I presume there 
laws, ag**., their People taking up Arms, with the Enemy, are simi- 
lar to ours—but, there sh? be an Uniformity of Conduct, in the 
several States, on this Head—pray, therefore, be explicit on it—& 
be pleased to inform me, as soon as possible, of the Sentiments 
of Congress on these several Points—also, what Steps are taken, 
or taking, for relief of the Southern States, & what Certainty there 
is, of our receiving real & substantial, Aid, & when We may de- 
pend on obtaining it—I think you have employed the Eagle Pilot 
Boat very well, & that she may be continued in the same service— 
if the Letters w*". were intercepted, on the Way from Cornwallis’ 
Camp at Charlotte, to C:Town, & w. Gen!. Gates sent to Con- 
gress, are deciphered, pray let me know their Contents—Should 
any Overtures of Peace be made, (tho’ I see no Prospect of them 
at present,) I trust that Congress will never listen to a treaty of 
uti possidetis, whilst the Enemy hold any part of the 13 States; 
However, it will be best to use your utmost Exertions to recover 
S°. Carolina, as far as possible, lest We sh¢. be obliged to accept 
such Terms—I request your Endeavours to effect an Exchange of 
our Prisoners in S°. Carolina, as soon as you can, and your Atten- 
tion to having ’em supplied, as well as possible, during their Cap- 
tivity—By return of the 24. flag, you will know what Articles were 
most wanted, & pray dont fail to send ’em—if a French Force 
sh‘, really be coming this way, give us Notice of their intent”., 
in Time for us to make the necessary Preparations for them— 
I am with great Regard & Esteem 
Gent. y™. most obed*. Serv*. 
J: Rutledge 


P.S. Sumpter will not be able to take the Field in less than 3 
or 4 Weeks—He is bro‘. up to a House abt. 10 Miles below this 
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place—& I shall go down, w*". Gen!. Green, ToMorrow to see 
him,® & converse on many Points, on w. he is well informed. 

P.S. Pray communicate that part of this Letter w. relates 
to the Enemy’s & our force this way® & the Enemy’s Ravages in 
So. Carolina to the Chevalier—if the Express does not go off too 
soon I will write to him (the Chev'.) and refer him to you for 
information. 

The Delegates of S°. Carolina in Congress 

Turn over 

I find the same difficulty subsists with respect to filling the N°. 
Carolina Continental Battalions as does with respect to those of 
S°. Carolina.—the N°. Carolina Officers being also Pris". of War. 
—How can this difficulty be removed? See the Resolve of Con- 
gress passed in Oct". & abovement?. 


8 The meeting referred to took place and Greene was much impressed with 
Sumter’s enterprise. Sumter Correspondence, Charleston Year Book 1899, 
Appendix, page 73. 

* The “Accont” of the opposing forces referred to in this letter will be 
published in the next issue of this Magazine. 


(To be continued.) 








THE REGISTER OF CHRIST CHURCH PARISH 
Copied by Maser L. WEBBER 


Christ Church parish was established by act of Assembly, Nov. 
30, 1706; and its boundaries defined by an act of Dec. 18, 1708, as 
follows: “to the North east by a large creek or River, commonly 
called Awindaw Creek or Seawee River, being the bounds of Cra- 
ven county, to the South-East by the Sea, to the West by Wando 
River, and to the North-West partly by the said River, and partly 
by a line drawn from the Cowpen of Capt. Robert Daniel, or the 
Swamp at the head of Wando River exclusive, to the Cowpen of 
Joseph Wigfal, on the head of the said Awindaw Creek or Seawee 
River inclusive.’ 

The first church was begun in 1707, but was not completed for 
some years. This church was accidently burned in February 
1724/5, but was almost immediately rebuilt, and was again burned 
by the British in 1782; the present church was built after 1800. 
The communion plate, a chalice and paten, were the gift of Jacob 
Motte Esq, 1763. 

The Register and Journals are badly mutilated, and a consider- 
able portion lost. 

In making this copy for printing, the original register is used in 
connection with a copy made for this Society by Langdon Cheves, 
Esq. a number of years ago. 


1694. John Cobb son of John Cobb and Mary his wife was born 
October y* 1**. Anno Domini, 1694. 

1694. Philip Givens, son of John Givens and Mary his wife was 
born September 29% A. D. 1694. 

1695. Raebek Givens Daughter of John Givens & Mary his wife 
was born December 10% A. D. 1695. 

1700. Mary Givens Daughter of John Givens & Mary his wife 
was born February 4th A. D. 1700. 

1701. Ann Givens Daughter of John Givens & Mary his wife 
born December 10th A. D. 1701. 


1 Dalcho, page 275. 
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1707. Solomon Givens son of John Givens & Mary his wife was 
born January 1%. A. D. 1707, and was baptized Decem- 
ber 26 A. D. 1708. 

1706. Thomas Jones, son of Philip Jones & Rebecca his wife was 
born January 5. A. D. 1706. 

1708. Francis Jones son of Philip Jones & Rebecca his wife was 
born October 15. A. D. 1708. 

1706. John Holibush son of John Holibush & Mary his wife was 
born December 27%. A. D. 1706. 

1708. Elizabeth Holibush daughter of John Holibush and Eliza- 
beth his wife was born November ye 21**. 1708. 

1700. Mary Watson, daugher of William & Elizabeth Watson his 
wife was born May 8, A.D. 1700 and was baptized 
August 5 A. D. 1700. 

1702. Catherine Watson daughter of William Watson & Eliza- 
beth his wife was born November 6 A. D. 1702. 

1704. Jone Watson Daughter of William Watson & Elizabeth his 
wife was born October 8th 1704 and baptized May 27 
A. D. 1707. 

1703. Elizabeth Watson, Daughter of William Watson & Eliza- 
beth his wife was born March 12* 1708. 

1707/8. Levi Durand was born in London January 1st. 1707/8. 


BIRTHS AND BAPTISMS 


Mary Sibley Daughter of Samuel Sibley & Mary his wife was born 
October 19, 1706. 

Richard Sibley son of Samuel Sibley & Mary his wife was born 
February 13%. A. D. 1708. 

Benjamin Joy son of William Joy & Elizabeth his wife was born 
May ye 5%, A. D. 1706. 

Maria Joy Daughter of William Joy & Elizabeth his wife was 
born October 6%. A. D. 1708. 

Elizabeth Ballow Daughter of William Ballow & Elizabeth his 
wife was born September 28t* A. D. 1708. And was baptized 
October 9* 1708. 

John Holibush son of John Holibush & Elizabeth his wife was 
baptized December 13*. 1708. 

Richard Rowser son of William Rowser & Sarah his wife, was born 

' July 20th A. D. 1709. and was baptized August 25th 1709. 
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Thomas Richardson son of Thomas Richardson & Mary his wife 
was born September 9%. A. D. 1709, and was baptized Decem- 
ber 26%. 1709. 

Deborah Barrett Daughter of Benjamin Barrett & Bethia his wife 
was born October 9%. A. D. 1709. 

Elizabeth Tassell Daughter of Samuel Tassell & Elizabeth his wife 
was born November 20 A. D. 1709. 

William White sone of William White & Susannah his wife was 
born November ye 15 A. D. 1709. 

Sarah Spencer daughter of Oliver Spencer & Mary his wife was 
born September 24* 1709. 

Jemima [Sic] Webb the Sone of Benjamin Webb & Sarah his wife 
was born November 25th Anno Domini 1709. 

Rebecca Evans Daughter of John Evans & Elizabeth his wife was 
born March 30%. A. D. 1705. 

Elizabeth Evans Daughter of John Evans & Elizabeth his wife was 
born April 224. A. D. 1707. 

Marie Brown Daughter of Clement Brown & Anne his wife was 
born May 2ist. A. D. 1699. 

Clement Brown Sone of Clement Brown and Ann his wife was 
born November 9 A. D. 1702. 

Thomas Brown sone of Clement Brown & Ann his wife was born 
May 30 A. D. 1704. 

Ann Brown Daughter of Clement Brown & Ann his wife was 
born April 24, A. D. 1706. 

Edward Brown sone of Clement Brown & Ann his wife was born 
May 224 A. D. 1708. 

Mary Capers daughter of William & Mary Capers was born May 
6th A. D. 1696. 

William Capers Son of William & Mary Capers was born Decem- 
ber 15 A. D. 1698. 

Sarah Capers Daughter of William & Mary Capers was born April 
5 A. D. 1701. 

Elizabeth Capers Daughter of William & Mary Capers was born 
June 5* A. D. 1700. 

Rebecca Burck Daughter of John Burck & Elizabeth his wife 
was born April 25. 1716. 

Samuel Dashwood the Sone of John Dashwood & Ann his wife 
was born September 224. 1710. 
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Thomas Holibush son of John Holibush & Elizabeth his wife was 
born December 10 A. D. 1710. 

Elizabeth Joy Daughter of William Joy & Elizabeth his wife was 
born January the 1**. 1710/11. 

Charles Givens sone of John Givens & Mary his wife was born 
August 28 A. D. 1710. 

John Barton sone of Thomas Barton & Ann his wife was born 
November the 1**. A. D. 1710. 

Hester Sibley Daughter of Samuel Sibley Jun", & Mary his wife 
was born August 30%. A. D. 1710. 

George Barksdale sone of John Barksdale & Sarah his wife was 
born April 11%. 1711. 

Robert Clement sone of John Clement & Joanna his wife was born 
January 30. A.D. 1710. And was baptized April y° 16%. 1710. 

Thomas Gibbons the Illegitimate sone of Jemima Gibbons was 
born May 5 1711. 

Joseph Maybank the sone of David and Susannah Maybank was 
born February ye 10. 1711. And was baptized April y* 34 
Anno Domini 1711. 

Elizabeth Bollough Daughter of John Bollough & Martha his 
wife was born March y° 224, 1711 and baptized May 11% A. D. 
1711. 

Marie Webb Daughter of Thomas Webb & Lydia his wife was 
born February 1**. Anno Domini 1712/13. 

Sarah Evans Daughter of Jonathan Evans & Marie his wife was 
born July y* 5 Anno Dom. 1710. 


(To be continued) 








HISTORICAL NOTES 


LETTER FROM JOSEPH BAILY! 
1672 


The following letter was written by one Joseph Baily, an offi- 
cial of the colony of Charles Town, Carolina, to the English am- 
bassador in Spain, and was intercepted by the Spaniards. Baily 
had been sent to Saint Augustine in June, 1670, to demand the 
release of some Englishmen, who had been captured by the Span- 
iards. Instead of securing the liberty of his countrymen, he him- 
self was imprisoned, the Spanish governor feeling that it would be 
unwise to allow the Englishman, said to be second in command in 
the English colony, to return to Carolina, and report the defenceless 
condition of the Spanish post. Baily’s letter was sent to the Coun- 
cil of the Indies, and an investigation was ordered, but the out- 
come does not appear. The letter is interesting, not only on ac- 
count of its quaint style, but also for the side light it throws upon 
early Anglo-Spanish relations on the Carolina-Florida frontier, and 
for its corroboration of the fact that the Carolina colony was first 
known as Saint George, the designation almost invariably em- 
p--, cd by the Spaniards until well into the eighteenth century? 

W. E. Dunn, 
University of Texas, Austin. 


Right Honor’ 

being imployed one a voyage by y* Lord Duke of Albamarle the 
Lord Ashlee the Lord Crauen and others the propriators for the 
Settling a Collonie in the prouinces of Carolina one of o* vessels 
faling to the South ward of her port put into a port of the Span- 
iards Caled St Cattalena who not being aquainted with that coast 


1 The Shaftesbury papers (vol. 5, Collections So. Ca. Historical Society) gives 
us much information concerning Capt. Joseph Bailey.—EpiTor. 

? The letter is preserved in the General Archive of the Indies, Seville, Spain, 
Audiencia de Santo Domingo, estange 58, caj6n 1, legajo 26. Spanish discus- 
sion in regard to it is found in a communication of Francisco de la Guerra y 
de la Vega, former governor of Florida, to Francisco Fernandez de Madrigal, 
July 12, 1673, Ibid. 
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presumed it to be the port where to they wear bound wher being 
Sum feaw dayes and wishing to procure water and poruisions of 
which they were in great want were treacherousely seased on by 
the Indians and eight of them inhumanly murdred the rest hardly 
escaping with y® vessell with one mariner and with much dificultie 
arived at there intended port caled Charles Town on Ashley Riuer: 
whoe giuing the relation there to o* gouernour ordred myselfe hau- 
ing y° language and some others w Letters to y® gouernour of 
St Agustene in order to the releasing of o' men none of which as 
yeat were knowne to be kiled the which gouernour Don Fransisco 
De Gerra instead of releasing oT men that were liuing detained me 
a prisoner and likewise dispached thre ships well mand with four- 
ten piragoes mand with Spaniards and indians by forse of arms to 
cause them to surrender or on y® contrary to enter with fire and 
Sword alwhich by y® disposihand of god was preuented by there 
cables breaking when they were at anchor on y° bar of Ashly riuer 
here is come to the gouerment of this place before the departure 
of Don Fransisco De gerra the Honorable Don Manoel de Pan- 
doya [Cendoya] to whom I was deliuered by y® other a prisner who 
is pleased to let me know he can by noe means releas me untill 
order comes from y® Quene and counsell of Spane to whom he hath 
sent my declaration taken here upon oath as to o* pretensions in 
settling o' colonie. I stand much obleig’ to the favours of this 
Gouernor who in this excells the former whoe is pleased to furnish 
me and my Lord Ashleys kinsman a prisner with me with moneys 
and offer of anything I may haue nessesary or wish for. 

S' about four or fiue months Since the gouernor was pleasd to 
Send by the hand of a Soldier a Letter to of Gouernor S* John 
Yeomans certifiing of sum english prisners that were deliuered into 
his posesion by his Antesesor whoe was pleasd to redemand my- 
Selfe and fiue more with me aledging the articls of the late pease 
concluded betwene there ma** of England and Spaine Rg®* Hono?!* 
I haue ben detained hear prissoner two years and a halfe and alto- 
gether through the II] dispositions of y° former Gouernor who Con- 
trary to Justice and y* knowne laws and customs of nations forced 
me a prisner coming with a flag of pease and impowered to treat 
peasably as to y* releasing of oT men yeat notwithstanding proseds 
thinking the euells he had don cold not be safe but by atempting 
greater 
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Rg*t Hono!e my Seruants and goods I brought from England to 
y® vallew of two or thre hundred pounds are all imbesseld as by a 
letter from that towne and informed which is to my utter undoe- 
ing therefore adress mySelfe to your honour for Justise and that I 
may not be altogether ruined both in my person and estate through 
the uniust prosedings of y° afore said Don Fransisco De gerra 

I haue the rather presumed one your honours fauours In regard 
of Sum knowledg and acquaintance with that Honorable Geltl- 
man Sr Francis Godolfin and hour honours familly when Lodging 
in westminster 

Thear is every year diuers shipps and vessells of o nation pass 
along one this Coast whoe falling among the barbarous Indians 
are put to extreame hassards and loss of Life all which may be 
preuented if an Agent were Settled in this place with power to 
that effect and likewise would be of great Concerne for y® Con- 
ceruing of a true understanding betweene those of o* Collonie and 
this place and to returne our ways one y® one part and on y® other 
I had reason to expect the Lords propriators would haue taken 
order for my releasment in regard I suffer in their Concerns and 
not for y® leaste Intrest of mine owne pticuler I haue write (sic) 
formerly to your honour nominating the place of our english Settl- 
ment S* georges it being soe called in the time of the former Gouer- 
nor deceased 

I shall with Longing expectations waite your honours orders in 
relation to y® premises and Craue Leaue to Subscribe mySelfe 
your Honours most humble Seruant 

Joseru Batty [Original] 
S.* Agusten one Florida 
Desember y® 12.** 1672 


THE LOUISIANA PURCHASE, 1803 


A South Carolina Federalist on the purchase of Louisiana: 
John Rutledge® to Harrison Gray Otis of Boston.—Weathers- 
field, Oct. 1, 1803. 
“T really believe the fever of democracy has had 
its crisis here and that things will now be growing better and bet- 
ter. . . . . Our Master [Jefferson] will have mighty fine tales 


3 A son of Gov. John Rutledge, and generally known as Gen. John Rutledge. 
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to amuse his mountain and their mob with—we shall have the 
prosperous condition of the Republic eulogized, and hear much of 
the great advantages which will obtain to us by the purchase of a 
trackless world—A country which when worth the holding will I 
have no doubt rival and oppose the atlantic states. I do not mean 
New Orleans which was absolutely necessary for us to get, and 
which in substance is all we have got for our fifteen millions. This 
seems to me a miserably calamitous business—indeed I think it 
must result in the disunion of these States.” 
Copied by me from private papers in the possession of Mr. 
Samuel Eliot Morison of Boston, Mass. 

D. Hucer Bacor Jr. 











